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A National Emergency Exists 


GREAT DANGER FACING THE NATION 


By HARRY S. TRUMAN, President of the United States 
‘Delivered over the radio, Washington, D. C., December 15, 1950. 


AM talking to you tonight, about what our country is 

up against, and what we are going to do about it. 

Our homes, our nation, all the things we believe in 

are in great danger. This danger has been created by the 
rulers of the Soviet Union. 

For five years we have been working for peace and justice 
among nations. We have helped to bring the free nations 
of the world together in a great movement to establish lasting 
peace. 

Against this movement for peace, the rulers of the Soviet 
Union have been waging a relentless attack. They have 
tried to undermine or overwhelm the free nations, one by 
one. They have used threats and treachery and violence. 

In June, the forces of Communist imperialism burst out 
into open warfare in Korea. The United Nations moved to 
put down this act of aggression, and, by October, had all 
but succeeded. 

Then in November, the Communists threw their Chinese 
armies into the battle against the free nations. 

By this act, they have shown that they are now willing 
to push the world to the brink of a general war to get what 
they want. That is the real meaning of the events that 
have been taking place in Korea. 

That is why we are in such grave danger. 

The future of civilization depends on what we do—on 
what we do now, and in the months ahead. 

We have the strength and we have the courage to overcome 
the danger that threatens our country. We must act calmly 
and wisely and resolutely. 


“THe THincs We Witt Do” 


Here are the things we must do: 

First, we will continue to uphold, if necessary to defend 
with arms the principles of the United Nations—the prin- 
ciples of freedom and justice. 

Second, we will continue to work with the other free 
nations to strengthen our combined defenses. 


Third, we will build up our own Army, Navy and Air 
Force and make more weapons for ourselves and our allies. 

Fourth, we will expend our economy and keep it on an 
even keel. 

Now, I want to talk to you about each one of these things. 

First: We must continue to uphold the principles of the 
United Nations. 

We have no aggressive purpose. We will not use our 
strength for aggression. We are a tolerant and restrained 
people, deeply aware of our moral responsibilities and 
deeply aware of the horrors of war. 

We believe in settling differences by peaceful means, and 
we have made honest efforts to bring about disarmament. 
We will continue those efforts, but we cannot yield to 
aggression. 

Though the present situation is highly dangerous, we do 
not believe that war is inevitable. There is no conflict 
between the legitimate interests of the free world and those 
of the Soviet Union that cannot be settled by peaceful 
means. We will continue to take every honorable step we 
can to avoid general war. 

But we will not engage in appeasement. 


Security CANNoT Be Boucut 


The world learned from Munich that security cannot be 
bought by appeasement. 

We are ready, as we always have been, to take part in 
efforts to reach a peaceful solution of the conflict in Korea. 
In fact, our representatives at Lake Success are taking part 
in just such efforts today. 

We do not yet know whether the Chinese Communists 
are willing to enter into honest negotiations to settle the 
conflict in Korea. If negotiations are possible, we shall 
strive for a settlement that will make Korea a united, inde- 
pendent and democratic country. That is what the Korean 
people want, and that is what the United Nations has decided 
they are entitled to have. 
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Meanwhile, our troops in Korea are continuing to do 
their best to uphold the United Nations. 

Gen. [J. Lawton] Collins, Chief of Staff of the Army 
who returned a few days ago from Korea, reported that our 
military forces are well organized and well equipped. I 
am confident that our military forces, together with their 
comrades in arms from many nations, will continue to give 
a good account of themselves. They know they are fighting 
for freedom and security of their own homes and families. 

The danger we face exists not only in Korea. Therefore, 
the second thing we are going to do is to increase our efforts, 
with other free nations, to build up defenses against aggres- 
sion in other parts of the world. In dealing with the Korean 


crisis, we are not going to ignore the danger of aggression 
elsewhere. 


EvurRopPE IN DANGER 


There is actual warfare in the Far East, but Europe 
and the rest of the world are also in very great danger. The 
same menace—the menace of Communist aggression— 
threatens Europe as well as Asia. 

To combat this menace, other free nations need our help, 
and we need theirs. We must work with a sense of real 
partnership and common purpose with these nations. We 
must stand firm with our allies, who have shown their 
courage and their love of freedom. 

The United States, Canada and the ten nations of Western 
Europe who are united with us in the North Atlantic Treaty, 
have already begun to create combined military defenses. 
Secretary of State [Dean] Acheson is flying to Europe on 
Sunday. He and representatives of these nations will com- 
plete the arrangements for setting up a joint army, navy 
and air force to defend Europe. The defense of Europe is 
of the utmost importance to the security of the United States. 

We will continue to provide assistance to European coun- 
tries, and to other free countries in other parts of the world, 
because defense is also important to our own defense. 

The Communists rulers are trying their hardest to split 
the free nations apart. If they should succeed, they would 
do staggering damage to the cause of freedom. Unity with 
our allies is now, and must continue to be, the foundation 
of our efforts. 

Working together, the free nations can create military 
forces strong enough to convince the Communist rulers 
that they cannot gain by aggression. 

Working together, the free nations can present the com- 
mon front, backed by strength, which is necessary if we 
are to be in a position to negotiate successfully with the 
Kremlin for peaceful settlements. 

Working together, we hope we can prevent another 
world war. 

In order to succeed, we in our country have a big job 
ahead of us. 

That is why the third thing we must do to meet the 
present danger is to step up our own defense program. 

We are expanding our armed forces very rapidly. 

We are speeding up the production of miltary equip- 
ment for our armed forces and for our allies. 

We have a large Navy. We have a powerful Air Force. 
We have units around which a strong Army can be built. 
But measured against the danger that confronts us, our 
forces are not adequate. 


ARMED SERVICES 


On June 25, when the Communists invaded the Republic 
of Korea, we had less than one and a half million men and 
women in our Army, Navy and Air Force. 

Today, the military strength has reached about two and 
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a half million. Our next step is to increase the number 
of men and women on active duty to nearly three and a 
half million. 

I have directed the armed forces to accomplish this as 
soon as possible. The Army and the Navy will be able 
to do this within a few months. It will take the Air 
Force somewhat longer. In addition to these men and 
women on active duty we have about two million more 
in the National Guard and the Reserves who are subject 
to call. 

As a part of the process of achieving a speedier build-up, 
the number of men to be called up under the Selective Service 
System has been raised, and two additional National Guard 
divisions are being ordered to active duty in January. 

At the same time we will have a very rapid speed-up in 
the production of military equipment. Within one year 
we will be turning out planes at five times the present rate 
of production. Within one year combat vehicles will be 
coming off the production line at four times today’s rate. 
Within one year the rate of production of electronics 
equipment for defense will have multiplied four and a half 
times. 

These will not be weapons for our own armed forces 
alone. They will constitute an arsenal for the defense of 
freedom. Out of this arsenal we will be able to send 
weapons to other free nations to add to what they can 
produce for their own defenses. And in this same arsenal 
we will provide a large reserve of weapons to equip addi- 
tional units in our armed forces whenever that may be 
necessary. 

Furthermore, while we are working toward these im- 
mediate goals in manpower and equipment, we will also 
expand our training and production facilities so as to make 
possible a very rapid expansion to full mobilizaton if that 
becomes necesssary. 

We can handle this production program, but it will 
require hard work. 

It will require us to make a lot of changes in our ordinary 
ways of doing things. 


More PropuctTion 


And this brings me to the fourth big job. In order to 
build the military strength we need, we will have to expand 
our production greatly. We must also prevent inflation, 
and stabilize the cost of living. 

If we are to make the weapons we need soon enough, 
we shall have to cut back on many lines of civilian pro- 
duction. But we can not build up and maintain our armed 
might, and the industrial strength underlying it, simply 
by cutting back civilian production. We must produce 
rmore—more steel, more copper, more aluminum, more elec- 
tric power, more food, more cotton, more of many other 
things. 

‘We must set very high targets, and be willing to make 
an all-out effort to reach them. Workers will be called 
upon to work more hours. More women, and more young 
people and older workers will be needed in our plants and 
factories. Farmers will have to set higher goals of pro- 
duction. Business men will have to put all their know- 
how to work to increase production. 

A defense effort of the size we must now undertake will 
inevitably push prices up, unless we take positive action to 
hold them down. 

We've already taken a number of steps in that direction. 
We've put restrictions on credit buying. We've increased 
taxes. And I hope that Congress will enact an excess- 
profits tax at this session. Still further taxes will be needed. 

We can not escape paying the cost of our military pro- 





164 


Vital Speeches of the Day 





‘The more we pay by taxes now, the better we can 
prices down. I have directed that recommendations 
early submission to the Congress, to put 

cost of defense as nearly 


‘ram. 
hold 
( prepared, tor 


the increased as possible on a 


paveras you-go" basis. 

| have also instructed the Director of the Budget to 

non-military expenditures in the new Federal 

budget to the minimum required to give effective support 
the defense ettort. 


reduc ec the 


‘The measures I have just mentioned—credit control, high 
taxes and reduced nonmilitary expenditures—are essential. 
‘They are our primary defense against inflation, because 
they strike at the inflation. But as we move 
increased defense effort, we must also take 
direct measures to keep prices in line. 

‘The is starting at 
controls upon a number of materials and products. These 
will be mainly items important to defense production and 
the cost of living. 

In those fields where price control is imposed, the Gov- 
ernment will also undertake to stabilize wages, as the law 
requires. 

In the immediate future, a series of control orders will 
be announced by the Economic Stabilization Agency. 

In addition, the agency will announce fair standards for 
prices and wages in those cases where mandatory controls 
are not imposed. I ask everyone concerned not to set 
prices and wages higher than these standards will allow. 
lf these standard are violated, it will speed-up the impo- 

mandatory controls, including roll-backs where 
‘The chiselers will not be allowed to get by. 


SOUTCES ot 
nto a greatly 
Cjovernment price 


once to inpose 


sition of 
needed. 


NosinizATION OFFici 


As we ahead in this mobilization eftort, there 
will be increased need for central control over the many 
(Jovernment activities in this field. Accordingly, I am 
establishing an Office of Defense Mobilization. I am ap- 
pointing Mr. Charles E. Wilson to be director of this office. 
Mir. Wilson is resigning as president of the General Electric 
Company to take this job. 

In his new position, he will be responsible for directing 
all mobilization activities of the Government, including 
manpower, transportation and 


move 


production, procurement, 
economic stabilization. 

The Government is also moving forward with prepa- 
rations for civil defense. | have appointed former Gov. 
Millard Caldwell of Florida to be Federal Civil Detense 
Administrator. 

In addition, | have 
vress which will authorize the Federal Gsovernment to help 
the states and cities in their civil defense preparations. — | 
hope the Congress will enact this legislation soon, so that 
which has started 


recommended legislation to the Con- 


the civil detense work already can be 
vreatly speeded up. 
‘These are our plans for making our country stronger. 


\s we 
meaning of what we are doing. 

Our treedom is in danger. 

Sometimes we may forget Just what freedom means to 
unportant to us, as the ai 


vo forward, we must keep clearly in mind the 


close to Us as 
Freedom is in our homes, in our schools, in 
our churches. It is in our work and our government and 
the right to vote as we please. These are the things that 
will be taken from us if communism should win. 


lis. It Is as 
we breathe. 


Because our freedom is in danger we are united in its 
defense. Let no think we are divided. Our 


ureat strength is the loyalty and fellowship of a free people. 


voressor 


We pull together when we are in trouble, and we do it 
by our own choice, not out of fear, but out of love for the 
great values, of our American life, that we all have a share in. 


In this great defense effort that we are undertaking, 
things may not always go as smoothly as we would wish, 
either in Washington or in your home town. But remember 
that we are building our defenses in the democractic way 
and not by the iron rule of dictatorship. 


Those of us who work in the Government will do our 
best. But the outcome depends, as it always has depended, 
on the spirit and energy of our people. 

The job of building a stronger America must be done 
on our farms, in our factories and in our homes. It must 
he done by every one of us, whatever we are, and whatever 
our jobs may be. 


In this time of danger each of us must accept an indi- 
vidual responsibility for the good of the country. Unfor- 
tunately, at this moment, the railway union and a large 
number of its members are out on an unlawful strike that 
has partially paralyzed our railroad system. 

This action has already begun to slow down our industry. 
It is interferring with the movement of troops. It is holding 
up equipment for our fighting forces and our civilian popula- 
tion has begun to suffer. 

The strike is a danger to the security of this nation. 


As Commander in Chief therefore, I call upon the union 
and the striking members to return to work immediately. 1 
ask you men who are on strike to realize that no matter 
how serious you believe your grievances are nothing can 
excuse the fact that you are adding to your country’s danger. 

| ask you in the name of our country to return immedi- 
ately to your posts of duty. 


FicHtiInG Men Set ExaMpie 


Our fighting men in Korea’ have set an example that 
should inspire us all. Attacked by superior numbers and in 
the bitterest of winter weather, they were resolute, steady 
and determined. Their steadfast courage in the face of 
reverses is one of the most heroic stories in our country’s 
history. 

In the days ahead, each of us should measure his own 
efforts, his own sacrifices, by the standards of our heroic 
men in Korea. 

Many of you who are young people will serve in the armed 
forces of the country. Nothing you will do later in life 
will be of greater benefit to your homes, your communities, 
or your friends. 

Many others of vou will have to work longer hours in 
factories or mines or mills. Vhink of this not as longer 
hours, but as more planes, more tanks, more ships, more of 
all the things needed for the defense of your homes and 
vour way of life. 

All of us will have to pay more taxes and do without 
things we like. Think of this, not as a sacrifice, but as an 
opportunity, an opportunity to defend the best kind of life 
that men have ever devised on this earth. 

As | speak to you tonight, aggression has won a military 
advantage in Korea. We should not try to hide or explain 
away that fact. 

By the same token, we should draw renewed courage 
faith from the response of the free world to that 
aggression. What the free nations have done in Korea is 
right, and men all over the world know that it’s right. 
Whatever temporary setbacks there may be, the right will! 
prevail in the end. 


and 
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EMERGENCY DECLARED 


Because of all these things I have been talking to you 
about, I will issue a proclamation tomorrow morning de- 
claring that a national emergency exists. This will call 
upon every citizen to put aside his personal interests for 
the good of the country. All our energies must be devoted 
to the tasks ahead of us. 

No natien has ever had a greater responsibility than ours 
has at this moment. We must remember that we are the 
leaders of the free world. We must understand that we 
cannot achieve peace by ourselves, but only by cooperating 









Our National Policies in This Crisis 
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with other free nations and with the men and women who 
love freedom everywhere. 

We must remember that our goal is not war but peace. 
Throughout the world our name stands for international 
justice and for a world based on the principles of law and 
order. We must keep it that way. We are willing to 
negotiate differences, but we will not yield to aggression. 
Appeasement of evil is not the road to peace. 

The American people have always met danger with 
courage and determination. I am confident we will do 
that now, and, with God’s help, we shall keep our freedom. 


By HERBERT HOOVER, Former President of the United States 


HAVE received hundreds of requests that I appraise 
the present situation and give my conclusions as to our 
national policies. 

I speak with a deep sense of responsibility. And I speak 
tonight under the anxieties of every American for the na- 
tions’ sons who are fighting and dying on a mission of peace 
and the honor of our country. 

No appraisal of the world situation can be final in an 
unstable world. However, to find our national path we 
must constantly re-examine where we have arrived and at 
times revise our direction. 

1 do not propose to traverse the disastrous road by which 
we reached this point. 


THE GLoBaAL MILITARY SITUATION 


We may first survey the global military situation. There 
is today only one center of aggression on the earth. That 
is the Communist-controlled Asian-European land mass of 
800,000,000 people. They have probably over 300 trained 
and equipped combat divisions with over 30,000 tanks, 10,000 
tactical planes and further large reserves they can put in 
action in 90 days. But they are not a great sea power. Their 
long range air power is limited. These congeries of over 
30 different races will some day go to pieces. But in the 
meantime they are cannon fodder. 

Facing this menace on the Eastern front there are about 
100,000,000 non-Communist island peoples in Japan, For- 
mosa, the Philippines and Korea. Aside from Korea, which 
I discuss later, they have probably 12 effective combat divi- 
sions with practically no tanks, air or navy. 

Facing this land mass on the South are the Indies and 
the Middle East of about 600,000,000 non-Communist 
peoples. There are about 150,0000,000 non-Communist 
peoples in North Africa and Latin America. Except Turkey 
and Formosa, these 850,000,000 people have little military 
force which they would or could spare. But they could con- 
tribute vital economic and moral strength. 

Facing this menace on the Continental European front 
there are about 160,000,000 non-Communist people who, 
excluding Spain, have less than 20 combat divisions now 
available, few tanks and little air or naval force. But their 
will to defend themselves is feeble and their disunities are 
manifest. 

Of importance in military weight at this moment there 
is the British Commonwealth of 150,000,000 people, with 
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probably 30 combat divisions under arms, a superior navy, 
considerable air force and a few tanks. 

And there are 150,000,000 people in the United States 
preparing 3,500,000 men into a gigantic air force and navy, 
with about 30 equipped combat divisions. 


Some Mutirary CoNcLUSIONS 


If we weigh these military forces as they stand today we 
must arrive at certain basic conclusions. 

(a) We must face the fact that to commit the sparse 
ground forces of the non-Communist nations into a land war 
against this Communist land mass would be a war without 
victory, a war without a successful political terminal. Any at- 
tempt to make war on the Communist mass by land invasion, 
through the quicksands of China, India or Western Europe 
is sheer folly. That would be the graveyard of millions of 
American boys and would end in the exhaustion of this 
Gibraltar of Western Civilization. 

Even were Western Europe armed far beyond any con- 
templated program, we could never reach Moscow. The 
Germans failed with a magnificent army of 240 combat divi- 
sions and with powerful air and tank forces. 

(b) Equally, we Americans alone with sea and air power 
can so control the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans that there 
can be no possible invasion of the Western Hemisphere by 
Communist armies. They can no more reach Washington 
in force than we can reach Moscow. 

(c) In this military connection we must realize the fact 
that the Atomic Bomb is a far less dominant weapon than 
it was once thought to be. 

(d) It is obvious that the United Nations have been de- 
feated in Korea by the aggression of Communist China. 
There are no adequate forces in the world to repel them. 

Even if we sacrifice more American boys to hold a bridge- 
head, we know we shall not succeed at the present time in 
the mission given to us by the 50 members of the United 
Nations. 

Our Economic STRENGTH 


We may explore the American situation still further. The 
150,000,000 American people are already economically 
strained by government expenditures. It must not be for- 
gotten that we are carrying huge burdens from previous wars 
including obligations to veterans and $260 billions of bond 
and currency issues from those wars. In the fiscal vear 
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1952, federal and local expenditures are likely to exceed $90 
billions. That is more than our total savings. We must 
finance huge deficits by further government issues. Inflation 
is already moving but we might with stern measures avoid 
the economic disintegration of such a load for a very few 
years. If we continued long on this road the one center of 
resistance in the world will collapse in economic disaster. 


Tue DiepLomatic Front 


We may appraise the diplomatic front. Our great hope 
was in the United Nations. We have witnessed the sabo- 
tage of its primary purpose of preserving peace. It has been 
down to last week,.a forum for continuous smear on our 
honor, our ideals and our purposes. 

It did stiffen up against raw aggression last July in Korea. 
But in its call for that military action, America had to furn- 
ish over 90% of the foreign forces and suffer over 90% of 
their dead and injured. ‘That effort now comes at least to 
a measurable military defeat by the aggression of Communist 
hordes. 

Whether or not the United Nations is to have a moral 
defeat and suffer the collapse of its whole moral stature now 
depends on whether it has the courage to 

(a) Declare Communist China an aggressor. 

(b) Refuse admission of this aggressor to its member- 
ship. 

(c) Demand that each member of the United Nations 
cease to furnish or transport supplies of any kind to Com- 
munist China that can aid in their military operations. Such 
a course honestly carried out by the non-Communist nations 
is not economic sanctions nor does it require military actions. 
But it would constitute a great pressure for rectitude. 

(d) For once, pass a resolution condemning the infamous 
lies about the United States. 

Any course short of this is appeasement. 


Wuar SHoutp Our Potuicies BE? 


And now | come to where we should go from here. 

Two months ago I suggested a tentative alternate policy 
for the United States. It received a favorable reception from 
the large majority of our press. 

Since then the crisis in the world has become even more 
acute. It is clear that the United Nations are defeated in 
Korea. It is also clear that other non-Communist nations 
did not or could not substantially respond to the U.N. call 
for arms to Korea. It is clear the U.N. cannot mobilize 
substantial military forces. It is clear Continental Europe 
has not in the three years of our aid developed that unity of 
purpose, and that will power necessary for its own defense. 
It is clear that our British friends are flirting with appease- 
ment of Communist China. It is clear that the United 
Nations is in a fog of debate and indecision on whether to 
appease or not to appease. 

In expansion of my proposals of two months ago, I now 
propose certain principles and action. 

First. The foundation of our national policies must be 
to preserve for the world this Western Hemisphere Gibral- 
tar of Western Civilization. 

Second. We can, without any measure of doubt, with our 
own air and naval forces, hold the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans with one frontier on Britain (if she wishes to co- 
operate ) ; the other, on Japan, Formosa and the Philippines. 
We can hold open the sea lanes for our supplies. I devoutly 
hope that a maximum of cooperation can be established be- 
tween the British Commonwealth and ourselves. 

Third. To do this we should arm our air and naval forces 


to the teeth. We have little need for large armies unless 
we are going to Europe or China. 


We should give Japan 


her independence and aid her in arms to defend herself. We 
should stiffen the defenses of our Pacific frontier in For- 
mosa and the Philippines. We can protect this island chain 
by our sea and air power. 

Four. We could, after initial outlays for more air and 
navy equipment, greatly reduce our expenditures, balance our 
budget and free ourselves from the dangers of inflation and 
economic degeneration. 

Fifth. If we toil and sacrifice as the President has asked, 
we can continue aid to the hungry of the world. Out of our 
productivity, we can give aid to other nations when they 
have already displayed spirit and strength in defense against 
Communism. We have the stern duty to work and sacrifice 
to do it. 

Sixth. We should have none of appeasement. Morally 
there is no appeasement of Communism. Appeasement con- 
tains more dangers than Dunkirks. We want no more 
Teherans and Yaltas. We can retrieve a battle but we can- 
not retrieve an appeasement. We are grateful that Presi- 
dent Truman has denounced such a course. 


Seventh. We are not blind to the need to preserve West- 
ern Civilization on the Continent of Europe or to our cul- 
tural and religious ties to it. But the prime obligation of 
defense of Western Continental Europe rests upon the nations 
of Europe. The test is whether they have the spiritual force, 
the will and acceptance of unity among them by their own 
volition. America cannot create their spiritual forces; we 
cannot buy them with money. , 


You can search all the history of mankind and there is no 
parallel to the effort and sacrifice we have made to elevate 
their spirit and to achieve their unity. To this date it has 
failed. Their minds are confused with fears and disunities. 
They exclude Spain, although she has the will and means to 
fight. They higgle with Germany, although she is their 
frontier. ‘They vacillate in the belief that they are in little 
danger and the hope to avoid again being a theatre of war. 
And Karl Marx has added to their confusions. They still 
suffer from battle shock. Their highly organized Communist 
parties are a menace we must not ignore. 


In both World War I and World War II (including 
West Germany) they placed more than 250 trained and 
equipped combat divisions in the field within sixty days with 
strong air and naval forces. They have more manpower and 
more productive capacity today than in either one of those 
wars. To warrant our further aid they should show they 
have spiritual strength and unity to avail themselves of their 
own resources. But it must be far more than pacts, con- 
ferences, paper promises and declarations. ‘Today it must 
express itself in organized and equipped combat divisions of 
such huge numbers as would erect a sure dam against the 
red flood. And that before we land another man or another 
dollar on their shores. Otherwise we shall be inviting an- 
other Korea. That would be a calamity to Europe as well 
as to us. 

Our policy in this quarter of the world should be confined 
to a period of watchful waiting. 


NATIONAL UNITY 


There is a proper urge in all Americans for unity in 
troubled times. But unless unity is based on right prin- 
ciples and right action it is a vain and dangerous thing. 

Honest difference of views and honest debate are not dis- 
unity. They are the vital process of policy making among 
free men. 

A right, a specific, an open foreign policy must be formu- 
lated which gives confidence in our own security before we 
can get behind it. 
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CoNncLUSIONS 

American eyes should now be opened to those hordes in 
Asia. 

These policies I have suggested would be no isolationism. 
Indeed they are the opposite. They would avoid rash involve- 
ment of our military forces in hopeless campaigns. They do 
not relieve us of working to our utmost. They would pre- 
serve a stronghold of Christian civilization in the world 
against any peradventure. 

With the policies I have outlined, even without Europe, 
Americans have no reason for hysteria or loss of confidence 
in our security or our future. And in American security 
rests the future security of all mankind. 

It would be an uneasy peace but we could carry it on with 
these policies indefinitely even if the Communists should 
attack our lines on the seas. 


We can hope that in time the millions of other non-Com- 
munist peoples of the world will rise to their dangers. 


We can hope that sometime the evils of Communism and 
the disintegration of their racial controls will bring their 
own disintegration. It is a remote consolation, but twice 
before in world history Asiatic hordes have swept over a 
large part of the world and their racial dissentions dissolved 
their empires. 


Our people have braved difficult and distressing situations 
in these three centuries we have been on this continent. We 
have faced our troubles without fear and we have not failed. 


We shall not fail in this, even if we have to stand alone. 
But we need to realize the whole truth and gird ourselves 
for troubled times. The truth is ugly. We face it with 
prayer and courage. 


National Mobilization 


A PLAN OF ACTION 
By THOMAS E. DEWEY, Governor of New York 
Delivered before the New York County Lawyers Association, New York, N. Y., December 14, 1950 


e meet at a tragic moment in the history of man- 

W kind. American troops defending freedom have 
suffered a terrible catastrophe. Our prestige is at 

a low ebb and world communism has gained a great triumph. 

We stand almost naked before the world. Right now, aside 
from four partly trained National Guard divisions, there are 
only ten divisions of the United States Army. Two are in 
Germany. Seven are facing dreadful odds in Korea and in 
all Continental United States there is just one division ready 
for combat—not enough to defend a single American city. 

The only apparent reason Soviet Russia has not already 
launched total war is fear of atomic bombing. We do not 
know how much longer she will be afraid of that. Our 
country—the free world—the very idea of human freedom 
are in deadly, immediate danger. 

For four years | have been saying to all who would listen 
to me that this crisis was rushing toward us at headlong 
speed. I have been saying—and have been sneered at for 
saying it—that national unity was urgently necessary because 
we faced great perils. 


LEADERSHIP For SURVIVAL 


Three years ago in this very room before another great 
audience of an equally nonpartisan nature, I forecast in 
detail what has since happened in China and what is happen- 
ing today in Korea. 

I now say again, tonight, that unless our nation develops 
a quality of leadership and a capacity for effective action 
which have thus far not appeared, I do not believe we will 
survive. 

Surely it must be plain—at last—even to those who will 
not see—that world communism under the leadership of 
Soviet Russia is waging ruthless war against the whole free 
world. Surely it must be clear—at last—that only far more 
decisive action by the United States will make it possible to 
stem the Soviet tide. 

Surely the dreadful danger must now be clear to those 
nations who are wobbling in their will to resist Soviet ag- 
gression or are running for the illusory cover of neutrality. 
There can be no neutrality in this world—for long. We shall 


all be brave and strong and remain free or we shall be timid 
and weak and become slaves. 

I am not concerned tonight with how we Americans got 
into this desperate peril. | am not concerned tonight with 
why some other free nations are losing their will to resist. I 
am desperately concerned with where we go from here. 


I. ABANDON Our ILLUSIONS 


First of all, let us finally and forever abandon all those 
comfortable illusions which have allowed our country to 
sink to this perilous point. Our Government and our people 
have been living in a dream world based on self-deception. 
That deception was not even ‘‘Made in Russia” because 
Stalin has never concealed his purpose of conquering the 
world any more than Hitler did. He has written it time and 
time again just as Hitler did. But everybody refused to 
believe it. 

The cold fact is that the Russian war machine has never 
been demobilized. Nearly one-half of Russia’s total economic 
productivity has been devoted to military purposes. Without 
shooting a gun or losing a man since the end of the war, but 
through propaganda, bribery, falsehood, coercion, satellite 
troops and treason, Russia now rules 800,000,000 people, 
or one-third of the world. 

Let us get rid once and for all of the idea that Russia 
wants less than the whole world. 


How To Mert CHALLENGE 


Let us also get rid of the stupid idea that we can sit 
down and do business with Stalin while we are weak and 
he is strong. Nation after nation tried it with Hitler and 
was swallowed up before the war. Nation after nation has 
tried it with Stalin and they, too, have been swallowed up. 
It is time we listened to the mute testimony « the leaders 
of those nations from their tortured graves. 

Let us get rid of the idea we can stop Russia by ap- 
propriating billions of dollars, setting up new government 
boards and then continuing wage rounds as usual, price in- 
creases as usual and politics as usual. Only all-out effort, 
all-out sacrifice and all-out use of the brains and skills of 
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this country, backed by an abiding faith in the justice of our 
cause, will give us a chance of survival. 

If, at last, we Americans will get out of our dream world, 
bury every one of our false illusions forever and gird up our 
loins to meet this terrible challenge, then we will have taken 
the first step toward survival. 


Il. THe ARMED Forces 


Second: Our armed forces should at the earliest possible 
moment be brought to overwhelming strength. The day for 
temporizing, shilly-shallying and compromise is long since 
yone. Only four divisions of our National Guard have even 
been called into service. There are twenty-five divisions of 
the National Guard and two armored divisions which could 
have been called to the colors months ago. 

I know perfectly well, and this is no secret from the 
Russians, that our National Guard has barely enough arms 
for training purposes to say nothing of any arms to fight 
with. | know perfectly well that these divisions are at half 
strength at most, but until something is done they will re- 
main without arms and at half strength. 

‘They should be called to national service tomorrow morn- 
ing. 

This is just a beginning. Universal Military Service of 
at least two years should be required of every young man to 
vive us at least the foundation for the armed forces we need. 
It should be enacted now—this month—not next month. 


Army oF 100 Divisions 


By the swift acceleration of the draft, the United States 
Army should be brought to a strength of not less than 100 
divisions and our divisions are nearly twice as large as Rus- 
sian divisions. 

At the earliest possible moment, the Air Force should be 
brought to at least 80 groups. 

The United States Navy should be taken out of moth 
balls and recommissioned without delay. 

In a world of brute force, there is freedom only for the 
brave. If we are not prepared to fight for our freedom, 
then we shall surely lose it. If we are prepared to fight, we 
still could win. If we are, strong enough and have strong 
friends, we may hope that communism will stop and count 
the cost of further aggression. We may even hope to bring 
Russia to her senses and to bring peace to the world. 


Ill. Propuction 


Third: Even if we mobilize all possible fighting man- 
power we shall still be outnumbered by the hordes of Russia, 
to say nothing of Red China, and the other satellites. But 
fortunately manpower alone is not the decisive factor in 
modern war. 

In modern warfare victories are not won merely in the 
fighting lines but also on the production line. We can beat 
Russia five to one in production, but we can’t save our free- 
dom with automobiles or washing machines. Nothing less 
than immediate economic mobilization of our country will 
meet the threat that faces us. 

Amercan boys must never again be sent to fight tanks 
with rifles. It is a national calamity that even now, six 
months after Korea, we still do not have a military require- 
ments program and those responsible must in due course be 
called to a stern accounting. Meanwhile, an avalanche of 
contracts for production should be let immediately and if we 
do not have the blueprints a lot of people ought to be fired 
tomorrow morning. 

As a beginning, to provide the arms for defense this 
country and the free world need, we should set an immediate 
soal of 25 percent of our productive capacity for defense 
production. 





RESPONSIBILITY 


This whole program, should be placed forthwith in the 
hands of one single authority with wide powers to organize 
the whole productive resources of this nation. This authority 
can only be administered by one single boss. We have had 
our fill of hydra-headed monsters, of inter-agencies quarrel- 
ing, of procurement boards that didn’t procure, of commit- 
tees and commissions. 

To avoid the dreadful waste of manpower and the stale- 
mate of inter-agency quarreling, the Economic Mobilizer 
should have not only full supervision of preduction but of 
economic controls and of civilian manpower. 

For the job of Economic Mobilizer we need to draft the 
ablest business executive in our country. He should be 
given a free hand to pick his assistants, full power and the 
unlimited backing of the President. 

This man should be responsible only to the President and 
should report only to a single, joint committee of the House 
and Senate. He should not spend half his time, as is so 
often the case today, reporting to committee after committee 
of both houses. 

This mobilization of our productive forces is the heart of 
our struggle for survival. In the face of the crisis that 
confronts us, it is only the American genius for production 
that will give us the margin of strength to prevail against 
our enemies. 

IV. THe Economic SITUATION 

Fourth: We must not deceive ourselves—this defense 
program will cut harshly into the living standard of every 
American. ‘Today we have virtually no unemployment in 
the country and our industrial plants are running at full 
capacity. We must take steel—a lot of it—aluminum and 
copper and other vital raw materials that are now being 
used to make automobiles, radios, television sets and wash- 
ing machines. We must use those materials to make guns, 
ships, airplanes, tanks and atomic weapons. 

That means that there will be less goods for civilian con- 
sumption—a lot less. There will be fewer automobiles or no 
automobiles, fewer radios and television sets or none, fewer 
washing machines, less of nearly everything. 

But at the same time the Government will be spending 
billions of dollars for pay for arms and to pay the wages of 
workers who make those arms. That means one thing— 
inflation. 

What has happened in just the six months since Korea? 
Key raw material prices have jumped 35 per cent; the aver- 
age of all wholesale prices is up by 10 per cent and the cost of 
living has climbed to an all-time peak. 

Inflation could wreck the defense program. In 1945 a 
30-calibre carbine cost $35.50; now it cost $64. A 60-mm. 
mortar five years ago cost $300. Today the price tag is 
$554, a jump of 85 per cent. 

Inflation is eating away the defense program of our Gov- 
ernment just as it eats away the buying power of your 
family’s income. 

I cannot emphasize too strongly this point: price ceiling 
and wage freezes will mean nothing unless we have the 
courage to attack the cause of inflation and not merely the 
results. 

Pay-As-Go FINANCING 

‘The only effective way to deal with inflation is to finance 
our rearmament program on a pay-as-you-go basis. We 
cannot save our freedom and also keep our personal com- 
forts and luxuries. Let us remember that even then we 
will have more than any other people in the world. 

Government services must also be sharply cut down. Every 
dollar of nonessential Government spending—Federal, state 
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and local—must be cut to the bone. We must take a hard 
look at all subsidy programs, at every kind of Government 
expenditure designed to raise prices or calculated to increase 
costs. Many things that would be desirable in other times 
must be put aside in this emergency. 

Industry and labor must avoid increasing costs. 
no time for profiteering or for featherbedding. Corporation 
profits must be taxed heavily. An excess profits tax should 
siphon off any profits in excess of normal, arising out of the 
defense effort. Individual income taxes must be raised up 
and down the line, and in this connection we have to re- 
member that the larger incomes already bear taxes running 
up to 91 per cent. Disagreeable as it may be, the spend- 
ing power of America which has to be siphoned off is not in 
the hands of a few rich people but in the hands of all of us. 

Excise taxes on luxuries and every kind of tax which 
tends to discourage spending and encourage saving should 
be a part of our program. We must crack down on credit 
expansion all along the line. If Government is compelled 
to borrow to finance part of this program, those borrowings 
should be financed out of the people’s savings. 

But we cannot and must not borrow the savings of our 
people as we did in the last World War and then pay them 
back in 57-cent dollars. Inflation must be stopped now and 
stopped hard. 


This is 


V. MANPOWER 


Fifth: In all this effort we must rally the total resources 
of our nation and the greatest of these resources are the men 
and women of America. 

We should establish at once general registration for 
national service, including all Americans, both men and 
women, above the age of 17. The crisis that we face is total. 
If war should come it will come to young and old. It will 
come to our towns, our villages and our cities as well as to 
our armies. We must be prepared for total defense now, not 
when it would be too late. The nation must be able to call 
upon every American. 


VI. Our Wor.tp OsjeEcTIves 


If we do all the things I have outlined, we will still need 
strong, powerful friends elsewhere in the world. Today 
most of the free nations want to be our friend. But they 
are afraid we do not mean business or don’t know how to 
provide lecdership. Nothing will make them rearm and 
nothing wiil give them the will to fight if they do rearm, 
without a new degree of strength and leadership from this 
country in world affairs. 

So, sixth, our Government should state its aims and 
objectives specifically for all the world to see and know. The 
time is long past for pretty generalities. Our Government 
must decide the areas in the world we intend to help defend 
and say so. 

Let me be specific. We have shilly-shallied on Formosa 
four times in the last eleven months. I recognize that we have 
difficult problems with our friends concerning Formosa and 
that there is a deep division of opinion in the United 
Nations. Bu: let’s realize that if both Korea and Formosa 
should be lost then Japan is probably lost, too. 

For thirty years the prime objective of Russian foreign 
policy has >_en to get the industrial might of Germany and 
Japan added to Russia’s masses so then she could be sure to 
conquer the world. 

Add to this the fact that Indo-China, Burma and Thailand 
are the rice bowl of the Orient. If the present Soviet con- 
quests continue in these areas, Japan will wither on the vine 
from starvation and so will Indonesia. If the Communists 
go on down through Malaya, there go our rubber and our tin. 






The time for wobbling on our major foreign policy 
objectives is long since past. Unless we are going to shrink 
within our own borders and wait to be conquered by a Com- 
munist world, we must boldly make decisions that will keep 
friends for our cause both in Europe and in Asia. 

Right now I want to suggest that we get rid of some more 
of our illusions. We are in a desperate struggle to decide 
whether the whole world is going to be taken over by 
savages. In that kind of a struggle I propose that we should 
stop being fussy about who will help prevent it. 


ACCEPTING THOSE ON OuR SIDE 


I want to know who has divisions and who's willing to 
fight on our side. 

Turkey has the biggest army in Europe and they will 
fight. We know that in case of war the British Common- 
wealth will fight and they have the third greatest air force 
in the world as well as a lot of divisions and a great Navy. 
These and other nations are now fighting by our side in 
Korea while France is waging a hard fight in Indo-China. 
Many other nations in Europe, the Near East, in Asia and 
in the Americas stand ready to fight for freedom and we 
should encourage them to the limit. 

Now I propose that we stop bickering among ourselves 
and make friends with everybody who has the will to fight 
and the combat divisions to put in the field. If they will 
fight on the side of the angels I am willing to welcome them 
as allies whether I agree with their domestic polices or not. 
I want to keep human freedom alive on this earth. 

To be specific: Tito has thirty divisions and we think he 
will fight on our side. We know Franco will fight and he 
has twenty-two divisions. 

Now let me get a little tougher. We think we know that 
Germans and Japanese would fight and under some kind of 
arrangement, whether under American leadership, or other- 
wise, we should enlist them in the world struggle against 
their ancient enemy. 

I made what I thought was my final appeal to keep the 
Chinese free and on our side a year and a half ago. But I’m 
going to try once more. Even today, there are still Chinese, 
millions of them, not only dozens of divisions on Formosa 
but hundreds of thousands of guerrillas on the mainland 
who will fight communism. I say, let’s make sure they are 
able to fight and harass and sabotage and do the things to 
our enemies that are being done to us. 


VII. Economic AND Muititrary Alp 


So, seventh, that brings me to the Marshall Plan Aid for 
Europe. The present phase of our struggle with world 
communism has flared in Asia. But we must keep in clear 
sight the fact that Europe is still a greater prize the Com- 
munists are after. We have used our economic resources 
through the Marshall Plan to help Europe get on its feet. 
Now we face an urgent situation that requires Europe to 
rearm at once. 

Since before there was a Marshall Plan I have been 
demanding that it be used to bring about a United States of 
Europe, unifying her 270,000,000 people in the greatest force 
for peace on earth. I say again for what is probably the last 
time it will be useful: we should continue Marshall Plan 
aid but only upon condition that (1) we actually get a united 
defense of Europe and its full rearmament; (2) that we get 
European economic barriers torn down; and (3) that Europe 
move to political unity so her great strength can be mobilized 
on the side of freedom. 

Moreover, our military aid should be extended only to 
those countries who demonstrate their willingness to figh- 
on our side. : 
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VIL. 

Eighth: Let me remind you once again that we must 
abandon our defensive mood. Defense never prevails against 
powerful attacks. We must stop letting Russia have a 
monopoly on initiative. With a limited perimeter she can, 
through satellites, continue to attack the world at one point 
after another and bleed us white, without shedding a drop of 
Russian blood. Then she can conquer a prostrate free world 
with her 200 divisions. 


THE OFFENSIVE 


We should launch the kind of moral and political cam- 
paign which can take advantage of the fatal weaknesses of 
dictators who attempt to rule 800,000,000 people with an 
iron hand. 

America will never wage a preventive war. But we can- 
not sit idle by and allow the free world to be bled to death 
by the oriental torture of a thousand cuts. 

To save our country we must start turning this thing 
From the outside every despotism looks hard and 
Inside they are rotten. Let's get busy and 
exploit the rottenness of Soviet Russia. Let’s make our 
propaganda offensive mean something. 


around. 
formidable. 








MaAxIMUM RETALIATION 


Where Russian sends one movie showing they are sav- 
ing the world, let us send ten good ones. 

Where they spend a million dollars on sabotage, let’s 
spend two million dollars on sabotage. 

Where they have the best spy system in the world, let us 
for heaven’s sake, get twice as good a spy system instead of 
practically none at all. 

All this calls for the kind of brains and the kind of tough 
support for good brains in action, the kind of quality and 
integrity that only devoted free men can give to the cause. 

I am sure that with real leadership the American people 
will respond—every one of them—to the sacrifices that are 
necessary if we are going to survive. 

The hour is very late—I do not know how late. Whether 
we still have a day or a year or two years, not a second 
should be lost. Our Government, our people, the United 
Nations and the spokesmen of the free world must rally now. 

If we respond with all our strength, with all our hearts 
and courage, I do not know what it will cost in toil and tears 
and treasure. But I do know we will save our souls, and 
with God’s help we will save our country and the cause of 
human liberty. 


Present Policy is Politically 


and Morally 


UNITED NATIONS N 


Bankrupt 


OT A VEHICLE TO ENFORCE PEACE 


By JOSEPH P. KENNEDY, Former United States Ambassador to Great Britain 
Delivered at University of Virginia Law School Forum, Charlottesville, Virginia, December 12, 1950 


INCOLN in his famous Springfield speech said: “If 

we could first know where we are, and whither we 

are tending, we could better judge what to do, and 
how to do it.” It seems to me wise to see where we have 
come from V-J Day and where we are now. The objec- 
tives before us at that time were (1) to work out a just 
peace, (2) to create means for the preservation of peace, (3) 
to assist in the rehabil.tation of a devastated world. In mov- 
ing towards those objectives, we assumed in 1945 that they 
were common to all the Allied nations. We learned in a 
short time that this was not the case, but that in Communism 
a force was at work which was intent on dominating Europe 
and Asia for its own ends. Our problem since that time has 
been how to deal with this drive of Communism. 

As far back as March 18, 1946, I set forth in Life maga- 
zine what I considered should be the fundamentals of Ameri- 
can policy. The first and foremost of these was that we 
should make and keep ourselves strong. Fundamental to 
any successful dealing with the world, was the maintenance 
here in the United States of a high standard of living. 
Whatever concrete actions might be suggested, to bankrupt 
this nation in the pursuit of them would mean our self- 
destruction. I was not against generosity—generosity within 
our means. I supported, for example, our initial three bil- 
lion dollar loan to Britain. 1 went farther than that. I 
said in the N. Y. Times of March 4, 1946: “Financial 
aid to the United Kingdom . . . is and should be an out- 
right gift.” But from the start I had no patience with a 
policy that without due regard to our resources—human 
and material—would make commitments abroad that we 


could not fulfill. As Ambassador to London in 1939 I had 





seen the folly of this when the British made their commit- 
ment to Poland that they could not fulfill and have not yet 
fulfilled—a commitment that brought them into war. 

I naturally opposed Communism but I said if portions 
of Europe or Asia wish to go Communistic or even have 
Communism thrust upon them, we cannot stop it. Instead 
we must make sure of our strength and be certain not to 
fritter it away in battles that could not be won. 

But where are we now? Beginning with intervention in 
the Italian elections and financial and political aid to Greece 
and Turkey, we have expanded our political and financial 
programs on an almost unbelievably wide scale. Billions 
have been spent in the Marshall plan, further billions in 
the occupation of Berlin, Western Germany and Japan. 
Military aid has been poured into Greece, Turkey, Iran, the 
nations of the North Atlantic Pact, French Indo-China, and 
now in Korea we are fighting the fourth greatest war in 
our history. 

What have we in return for this effort? Friends? We 
have far fewer friends than we had in 1945. In Europe 
they are still asking for our dollars but what kind of friend- 
ship have we bought there? Is Western Europe determined 
to preserve for itself those ideals of democracy that we have 
been preaching? Put to the test now as to whether she will 
arm herself effectively, even with our aid, to deal with the 
Russian threat, is she showing the kind of determination 
and the kind of will that amounts to anything? Plans for 
economic unification have fallen apart in the light of na- 
tionalistic differences. French military power is only a 
shadow of its former self, and a strong minority of Com- 
munist sympathizers keeps France in endless political turmoil. 
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The military strength of Britain is one-fourth of what it 
was in 1946 and she shows every inclination to avoid the 
heavy burdens that would be involved in rebuilding it. West 
Germany, to date, has revealed no disposition to develop 
effective military strength. Italy is hopelessly ineffective and 
Greece can hardly police her own small territory. Where 
is there in all Europe any buffer against a massed Russian 
onslaught? Worse than this, where is there any determina- 
tion to create such a buffer? 

In the Middle East we have oil but no friends. Iran, 
Pakistan, even Egypt, seek neither our protection nor our 
influence. In Asia, China whose friendship with us seemed 
deep-seated and enduring, is now massed against us with 
men, powerful armies and new vengeful hatreds. Indonesia, 
Malay, Indo-China, are in revolt or heavy with discontent 
at the influences we represent. India is showing signs of 
succumbing to influences other than ours, more indigenous 
and more palatable to her desires. In Korea we are spend- 
ing thousands of American lives to accomplish some unknown 
objective. Assume we stop the Reds somewhere across the 
belt of that peninsula, are we to continue fighting there 
indefinitely ? 

On the other side of the Iron Curtain are massed man- 
power and military strength of a type that the world has 
never seen. Divisions which total in the many hundreds and 
which we know are well equipped and have the capacity to 
fight, can be thrown into battle anywhere on that great land 
mass that stretches from the Atlantic to the Pacific. They 
are backed by planes of high quality and great quantity. 
Russia’s navy includes a powerful fleet of submarines, and 
in all probability she too has the atomic bomb. 

To engage these vast armies on the European or the Asian 
continent is foolhardy, but that is the direction towards 
which our policy has been tending. 

That policy is suicidal. It has made us no foul weather 
friends. It has kept our armament scattered over the globe. 
It has picked one battlefield and threatens to pick others 
impossibly removed from our sources of supply. It has not 
contained Communism. By our methods of opposition it 
has solidified Communism, where otherwise Communism 
might have bred within itself internal dissensions. Our policy 
today is politically and morally a bankrupt policy. 

I can see no alternative other than having the courage to 
wash up this policy and start with the fundamentals I urged 
more than five years ago. It is absurd to believe that the 
United Nations can lead us out of this situation. The veto 
power alone makes it a hopeless instrumentality for world 
peace. The unwillingness of half the world to want world 
peace makes impossible effective organization to impose any 
such peace. In short, our chief source of reliance must be 
ourselves and we cannot sacrifice ourselves to save those who 
do not seem to wish to save themselves. 

A first step in the pursuit of this policy is to get out of 
Korea— indeed, to get out of every point in Asia which we 
do not plan realistically to hold in our own defense. Such 
a policy means that in the Pacific we will pick our own 
battlegrounds if we are forced to fight and not have them 
determined by political and ideological considerations that 
have no relationship to our own defense. 

The next step in pursuit of this policy is to apply the 
same principle to Europe. Today it is idle to talk of being 
able to hold the line of the Elbe or the line of the Rhine. 
Why should we waste valuable resources in making such an 
attempt? If the weakened European nations wish to hold 
that line and demonstrate a determination to do so, it may 
be that we can afford them some help. But to pour arms 
and men into a Quixotic military adventure makes no sense 
whatever. What have we gained by staying in Berlin? 


Everyone knows we can be pushed out the moment the Rus- 
sians choose to push us out. Isn’t it better to get out now 
and use the resources, that would otherwise be sacrificed, at 
a point that counts? . 

The billions that we have squandered on these enterprises © 
could have been far more effectively used in this hemisphere 
and on the seas that surround it. Had we the defenses in 
Iceland today that one-hundredth of the money spent in 
Berlin could have built, we would have purchased safety 
with our money rather than added danger. We need de- 
fenses in this hemisphere, in Canada, in the Caribbean and 
in Latin America. After all, these are our neighbors whose 
security is inevitably tied up with our own. We have no 
reason to believe that cooperation on their part will not be 
forthcoming and we can, and should insist upon it. 

People will say, however, that this policy will not contain 
Communism. Will our present policy do so? Can we pos- 
sibly contain Communist Russia, if she chooses to march, by 
a far flung battle line in the middle of Europe? The truth 
is that our only real hope is to keep Russia, if she chooses 
to march, on the other side of the Atlantic and make Com- 
munism much too costly for her to try to cross the seas. It 
may be that Europe for a decade or a generation or more 
will turn Communistic. But in doing so, it may break of 
itself as a unified force. Communism still has to prove itself 
to its peoples as a government that will achieve for them a 
better way of living. The more people that it will have to 
govern, the more necessary it becomes for those who govern 
to justify themselves to those being governed. The more 
peoples that are under its yoke, the greater are the possibili- 
ties of revolt. Moreover, it seems certain that Communism 
spread over Europe will not rest content with being gov- 
erned by a handful of men in the Kremlin. French or 
Italian Communists will soon develop splinter organizations 
that will destroy the singleness that today characterizes Rus- 
sian Communism. Tito in Jugoslavia is already demonstrat- 
ing this fact. Mao in China is not likely to take his orders 
too long from Stalin, especially when the only non-Asiatics 
left upon Asiatic soil to fight are the Russians. 

This policy will, of course, be criticized as appeasement. 
No word is more mistakenly used. Is it appeasement to with- 
draw from unwise commitments, to arm yourself to the 
teeth and to make clear just exactly how and for what you 
will fight? If it is wise in our interest not to make commit- 
ments that endanger our security, and this is appeasement, 
then I am for appeasement. I can recall only too well the 
precious time bought by Chamberlain at Munich. I ap- 
plauded that purchase then; I would applaud it today. 
Today, however, while we have avoided a Munich we are 
coming perilously close to another Dunkirk. Personally, I 
should choose to escape the latter. 

Finally, people will say this policy is turning our back on 
the United Nations. To this there are two answers. Firstly, 
we cannot bear substantially the whole burden of the United 
Nations. In Korea, we have nine times as many troops in 
the field as all the United Nations put together. We have 
suffered ninety times the number of casualties that all the 
other United Nations have suffered, excluding only the 
South Koreans. And note the billions that we have advanced 
these nations as against the help they are giving us in Korea. 
A recent compilation sets up a very impressive balance sheet 


Unitep KINGpom 
Aid received and allocated 


$5 billion, 861 million since the war, and $30 billion, 387 
million during the war, plus $2 billions in 1951. 
Aid given in Korea 

6,000 ground troops in Korea and in Korean waters, 1 
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aircraft carrier, + cruisers, | aircraft maintenance ship, 7 
destroyers and 8 frigates. 
FRANCE 

Aid received and allocated 

$2 billion, 581 million during war, $3 billion, 717 million 
since war, plus $3 billion 170 million, military aid requested 
in 1951. 
lid given in Korea 


Infantry battalion of 1,000 men, I patrol gun boat and 
medical supplies. 


NETHERLANDS 


lid received and allocated 
$145 millions during war and $1 billion, 21 
War. 


millions since 


Aid given in Korea 
630 infantry and | destroyer. 


BELGIUM 
Aid received and allocated 
468 millions during war and $599 millions since 1945. 
lid given in Korea 
Infantry battalion of 1,000 men vet to arrive, air trans- 
port and 400 tons of sugar. 
‘TURKEY 
Aid received and allocated 
435 millions during war and $259 millions since 1945. 
fid given in Korea 
| infantry combat force of 5,000 men and serums and 
Vaccines, 
CANADA 


Aid received and allocated 

$6". millions credit. 
lid given in Korea 

350 men now fighting in Korea, |,000 more enroute and 
10,000 in training for service, | air transport squadron of 
12 planes and 3 destrovers. 


(JREECE 


Aid received and allocated 

$79 millions during war $1 
1945, 
lid given in Korea 

700 to 800 men, arriving this week and 6 planes. 


billion, 138 millions since 


AUSTRALIA 


Aid received and allocated 

$17 millions, chiefly in credits, evenly divided in war and 
postwar. 
lid given in Korea 

1,000 men, plus reinforcements, | RAAF squadron of 40 
fighter planes, 2 destrovers and 1 frigate, medical supplies, 
tood. 

SWEDEN 


lid received and allocated 

$5 millions during war and $57 millions since 1945, of 
which $40 millions was in grants. 
Aid given in Korea 

1 field hospital unit. 


NoRWAY 
lid ret eived and allo ated 


$31 millions during war and $193 millions since 1945. 
lid given in Korea 
No fighting men. Some merchant ships. 








New ZEALAND 


Aid received and allocated 
No credits listed. 
did given in Korea 
I combat unit, 2 frigates and 200 to 300 tons of dried 
peas. 
DENMARK 


Aid received and allocated 
$176 millions since 1945, 
Aid given in Korea 
| hospital ship, medical supplies and 500 tons of sugar. 


ETHIOPIA 
Aid received and allocated 
$1 million. 
Aid given in Korea 
$100,000 and offered 1,000 men which have yet to be ac- 
cepted. 
ICELAND 


Aid received and allocated 
$9 millions since 1945 and $1 million during war. 
Aid given in Korea 
125 tons cod liver oil. 
INDIA 


Aid received and allocated 

$163 million during war and $45 million since. 
Aid given in Korea 

No troops, | field ambulance unit, 400,000 jute bags 
under negotiation. 

‘This ts a costly and staggering extravaganza in which we 
have wasted too much of our substance. 

Secondly, we must recognize that the United Nations is 
not at present a vehicle to enforce peace. If half of the 
world does not wish it to operate in this fashion, as is true 
of Russia and China, it is idle to pretend that it can operate 
in that fashion. The United Nations still has a purpose for 
voluntary organization and as a forum in which to air inter- 
national issues. Looking at the United Nations in that role, 
the admission of Red China or any nation presents wholly 
different issues than are presented if we look upon the 
United Nations as a type of governing body, with govern- 
ing powers. But half of this world will never submit to 
dictation by the other half. The two can only agree to live 
next to each other because for one to absorb the other be- 
comes too costly. 

An attitude of realism such as this is, I submit, in accord 
with our historic traditions. We have never wanted a part 
of other peoples’ scrapes. Today we have them and just why, 
nobody quite seems to know. What business is it of ours to 
support French colonial policy in Indo-China or to achieve 
Mr. Syngman Rhee’s concepts of democracy in Korea? Shall 
we now send the marines into the mountains of Tibet to 
keep the Dalai Lama on his throne? We can do well to 
mind our business and interfere only where somebody threat- 
ens our business and our homes. 

The policy | suggest, moreover, gives us a chance eco- 
nomically to keep our heads above water. For years, I have 
argued the necessity for not burdening ourselves with un- 
necessary debts. ‘There is no surer way to destroy the basis 
of American enterprise than to destroy the initiative of the 
men who make it. We will, of course, continue to have to 
pay and to pay heavily for our defense. But what have we 
now in hand for the billions that we have spent abroad ? 
We can no longer aftord this luxury; we dare not afford its 
consequences to our own security. ‘Those who recall 1932 
know too easily the dangers that can arise from within, when 
our own economic system fails to function. If we weaken it 
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with lavish spending either on foreign nations or in foreign 
wars, we run the danger of precipitating another 1932 and 
of destroying the very system which we are trying to save. 
An Atlas, whose back is bowed and whose hands are busy 
holding up the world, has no arms to lift to deal with his 
own defense. Increase his burdens and you will crush him, 
or attack him from behind and he cannot turn. This is our 
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present posture. It strangles our might. The suggestions | 
make would unleash our strength. They would, | am sure, 
give considerable pause to the strategists and planners of the 


Kremlin. They would—and I count this most—conserve 
American lives for American ends, not waste them in the 
freezing hills of Korea or on the battle-scarred plains of 
Western Germany. 


By MAJOR ALEXANDER DE SEVERSKY, author of “Victory Through dir Power” 
Delivered before the Executives’ Club of Chicago, Lilinois, December 1, 1950 


AM very happy and feel it is a great honor to be here 

with you. This is my first professional talk since the war, 

and | am doing this because | feel again that our country 
is in distress, and because | think that only an aroused public 
epinion will be able to put us on the right road to victory. 
1 am very happy to see such a wonderful attendance, espe- 
cially since | know that you members have a great and deep 
sense of civic responsibility, and that is what we need today 
because until recent days, until we met with reverses in 
Korea, I observed a rather apathetic attitude on the part of 
our citizens. 

‘There has been a tendency to leave the question of national 
detense to almighty and all-wise leaders. Germany did that, 
and Japan did that, and they have perished. However, their 
people were excluded from participation in deciding these 
vital questions, whereas in our country we have that oppor- 
tunity and it would be a crime if our citizens did not take 
advantage of it. 

My tirst lecture during the last war was also in Chicago. 
That was on the 8th of December, the day after Pearl 
Harbor was bombed. I had prepared a careful talk, but 
upon arriving in Chicago I had to throw it out the window 
and spoke extemporaneously because conditions had changed 
so completely overnight. Our Navy was at the bottom of 
the sea and the situation looked absolutely hopeless, but still 
1 realized—and I wanted to convey—the feeling of con- 
fidence I had in my fellow men, that if we would use our 
superior knowledge, we would be able, eventually to triumph. 

The same thing happens to me again. Again, I thought 
to review my book on the general thesis of air power, and 
vet we have met these horrible reverses in Korea, so again 
I had to throw my speech out of the window and again | 
will talk extemporaenously. This morning on the train | 
scribbled just a few points to keep myself in reasonable 
order. 

I think that in view of the plight of our forces in Korea, 
1 would like to direct my talk so that we can clearly under- 
stand what takes place, what can take us out of that trap 
and what our main policy ought to be in order to triumph 
over the Communist hordes. 

Many of vou probably heard the speech of our Secretary 
of State, Acheson, where he indicated six points of strategy 
tor victory. Though some of you might not agree precisely 
with the verbal formulation of those points in general, we 
all agree that we are going to fight for the decency of men 
and their freedom. I was particularly interested in his third 
point, where he says that Point 3 was the necessity of rapidly 
building up the military strength of the United States and its 
allies. “The period of greatest danger is directly before us,” 
he said. 

That is true. Once again, force is rampant. Diplomacy is 


fading, and fading fast, and raw force again comes into play. 
But the desire to be strong—and understandably we ought 
to be strong—is only the beginning. ‘he question is how 
can we be strong with our enemies and yet preserve our 
individual freedom, preserve the blessings of our ideology 
and our way of life? 

New Type STRATEGY NEEDED 

We must have a selective type of strategy that reflects our 
best talents, our unique abilities, our unique industrial capac 
ity. hen we will forge a right force, a force that no unfree 
society can create. 

I think we will be safe and will be victorious if war 
should come, | really believe there won't be any war because 
no enemy can attack if there is no chance of victory. Of 
course, with the group of people in the Kremlin, that doesn’t 
mean anything. ‘hey tind themselves between two gallows 
—one behind, from their own people, and the other ahead. 
| think the end of their rule will be very quick, provided, 
avain, that we have the right force to deal with it. 

We, as a country, are falling into the same error that has 
befallen all victorious countries. A country that has won 
one war successfully instinctively always tries to prepare to 
fight another human conflict along the same lines, with 
the same guns, with the same weapons. Weapons, of course, 
improve. ‘They fly and they have a greater firepower. ‘Vhey 
move faster, but the concept remains the same. 

A good example of that is the recent history of the 
Maginot Line. Because the French were victorious in trench 
warfare, they put all their eggs in the one basket of the 
Maginot Line. They only put improvements on the original 
trench, and made it de luxe, a most marvelous ground 
fortification. We knew that the principle behind it was the 
same—static warfare—and yet the next war, World War 
11, was dynamic, and the German forces, of course, by-passed 
the Maginot Line and it was utterly useless in the defense 
of the country. 

The same thing happens to us again, and for the same 
reason. We won the last war with the task forces, with a 
balanced team of land, sea and air power. It was a very 
peculiar situation. | think World War II will be the greatest 
exception in warfare for all times to come because, prior to 
that, all war was attuned primarily to one dominating force, 
with the other forces in support. 

A land power such as France under Napoleon naturally 
relied very highly, very preponderantly, on its army. Insular 
nations such as England realized that to fight across the 
separating medium, they would have to have a great navy 
in order to go across and carry their power to the enemy: 
therefore, they did not try to maintain a large army and 
navy at the same time. They only maintained a navy, 
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because by controlling that medium, they always had time to 
build up their army. 
AIRPLANE CHANGES SETUP 

The last war was different because something new hap- 
pened. ‘The airplane destroyed this balance. The airplane 
deprived armies and navies of their strategic roles; it 
encroached on their power. Yet the airplane itself did not 
develop sufficiently to carry the war to the enemy by its own 
means. Air power was in its infancy. It was a new field 
so to speak, with the land and sea forces and yet by itself 
it did not have the range, the accuracy, the firepower, the 
destructive power to destroy the enemy’s will to fight. For 
that reason it was only natural that we would have to carry 
our aviation all over the world, piggy back; the army and 
navy had to carry it out from base to base and island to 
island until we brought it nearer to the enemy. Thus evolved 
and developed the seed for balanced forces. 

Incidentally, that was first conceived by General Mitchell 
long before the war. He did advocate just that very bal- 
anced force, and yet you know he wasn’t listened to; he 
was court-martialled and thrown out of the Army. The 
Japs apparently listened to him, and the Japs, in their inva- 
sion, revealed to us for the first time this new type of war- 
fare, under aerial conditions, whereas we relied on the 1917 
pattern of war. ‘That is how we lost our Navy in Pearl 
‘Harbor. 

Now the situation changes again. This time our air power 
has the necessary range; it can go anywhere on the face of 
the earth. It can engage the enemy anywhere on our globe 
and return back to our own basis. It has a terrifically devas- 
tating power with the atomic bomb. It has developed new 
sight equalizers which are gaining every day greater and 
greater pinpoint accuracy. It can destroy areas or it can 
destroy pinpoints, as it wishes. 

Again, the dominance of the decisive medium becomes the 
main strategic problem, and this time, in this year, it is 
air power that becomes the spearhead of our force, with 
everything subordinated to that and with everything acting 
in conjunction with it. Yet our present leadership still 
adheres to the old fashioned type of balanced forces, for the 
simple reason that it worked in the last war, and they don’t 
see why it shouldn’t work now. 

It won't work, for the simple reason that Russia, being 
a self-contained continent, divides its resources in only two 
ways, between the land forces and the air forces. Their navy 
is insignificant. They have a few battleships, a few cruisers 
and destroyers, but they are all bottled up in the Baltic Sea. 
I was once in the Imperial Russian Navy and I know those 
ships never will get out of there. If they do get out, they 
will be promptly sunk by air power and if they stay where 
they are, I don’t think anyone will take the trouble to drop 
bombs on them, 

The submarine menace is serious only, again, if we over- 
look the concept of warfare expressed in the balanced forces 
because balanced forces mean bases all over the world and 
to supply those bases we will have to have a very great navy, 
not necessarily a fighting navy—because a surface fighting 
navy wouldn’t have to fight anybody—but a merchant 
marine of terrific tonnage. Naturally, that constitutes a 
legitimate target for Russian submarine warfare. There- 
fore, the greater our surface effort, the greater will be our 
sea effort and the richer is the prize for the Russian sub- 
marines when they sink and destroy and neutralize a terrific 
chunk of our national power. 


NecessiTy oF Air ConTROL 


We all know that no nation can reallv be successful on 
land unless it controls the air above or unless it wishes to 


use its human life promiscuously. I don’t believe anybody 
thinks we can or want to fight the type of war that the 
Chinese are fighting today, being destroyed like rats from 
the air by our air power and still pouring in. But even if 
we had done so, if our leaders had their way in fighting that 
type of war, we just simply cannot support that type of 
warfare. 

Although the idea of balanced forces sounds very good, 
in supporting the greatest navy, the greatest army and the 
greatest air force, we divide our effort three ways, instead 
of only two ways as Russia divides. 

Our ground component is going to be so incomparably 
small in relation to the Chinese and Russian land might 
that it always will be in trouble. One-third of our national 
effort cannot be strong enough and powerful enough so that 
it can match and challenge the entire Russian-Chinese might. 
The idea that fifty divisions of the West can hold a couple 
of hundred or three hundred Russian divisions is, of course, 
Utopian. 

Some people point out that we have to do this because 
they have superior firepower, and they are trying to sell 
American people that this is a fact, from our Korean 
experience. 

In the interior of Korea we are able to use our superior 
air power only by permission of the Soviets, because they 
don’t use their air power. Just think for a moment what 
would happen to our troops in Korea if the Russians would 
challenge our right and ability to navigate through the air, 
where our ships would be sunk, where our bases in Korea 
and Japan would be under constant attack from the air, 
where our air transport would be shot down. We would be 
able to last there only a few days before it would be a com- 
plete rout of our air forces. We know we can remain in 
Korea only as long as the Chinese and the Russians will 
allow us to remain. 

We went ahead in Korea and went up to the Yalu River, 
and we know what happened. Hundreds of thousands of 
men descended upon us and are now attempting to dislocate 
and destroy our forces. If Russia turns its air power over 
to the Chinese, the situation is going to be even worse; our 
position there will be untenable. 

In Korea, as I said, we have the control of the air, or 
freedom of air navigation and therefore we have that 
superior firepower for the asking. No one challenges that. 
But in Europe, if we really come to a showdown with 
Russia, we would have to fight for that control; we would 
have to win that control. We would have to ground the 
Russian air force before we could even move on land and 
I can assure you, gentlemen—after having traveled through 
Germany and Japan, and studying all this problem, and 
knowing what Russia has built, more or less—that to win 
control over Europe and Asia, air control, I am sure it would 
take almost everything we've got. It probably would take 
the major portion of our national resources. 

There are some people today who rely on the atomic 
bomb. You hear today the voices in Congress—‘‘Let’s go, 
let’s drop the atomic bomb.” That is only because these 
people are utterly ignorant; they don’t realize, in the first 
place, the capabilities of the atomic bomb. I was in Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, and I spent two months in Bikini; no 
one can deny that the atomic bomb is a horrible, terrible 
weapon. But like other weapons, whether atomic bomb or 
TNT, a stockpile is utterly useless unless and until you have 
the superior means to deliver it to the right target at the 
right time, and since the right targets are going to be de- 
fended by the right force—which means the Russian Air 
Force—we will never be successful with our atomic bombs 
unless and until we create an invincible air force that is 
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capable of going into Russian air, taking on anything that 
Russia can throw into the air, destroy them, and carry those 
atomic bombs to the key targets of Russia to destroy their 
means for waging war. 

Today We have probably—or will have probably—300 
B-36s. I’m sure that we will never be able to accomplish that 
job with the B-36s we have. We will need somewhere be- 
tween three and five thousand B-36s in order to be able to 
deliver our stockpile of atomic bombs to the right targets, in 
view of modern defenses. 

Again, the proponents of balanced forces say, ‘““Why do we 
have to put our money in these big monsters? Why not have 
a smaller airplane, and operate it from overseas bases?” 
Here, again, Korea has its own silver lining, because our 
American people are being tipped off very early in our 
struggle as to the possibility of some of the contentions of 
our present leadership. 

On a continent where there exists a huge army, such as 
the Russian army, you cannot create another army of that 
size, and only another army can destroy this army on the 
same continent—for the simple reason that the army which 
is in power and in position on the continent will never allow 
the creation of another similar army. That shows the grave 
fallacy of our present attitude of having a great army in 
Europe. We must understand that no matter what we do in 
Europe—the more we pour into Europe, guns, tanks and 
planes, mostly obsolete types—the greater is the desire for 
Russia eventually to move and take it all. Don’t think that 
Russia will wait until we create a force that will destroy 
them because they won’t. They are going to destroy all this 
undertaking, just the moment it begins to jell and begins to 
look menacing. 

Some of the people take a very funny attitude toward this 
thing. I have before me an editorial from the New York 
Times, where it discusses the fact that we are not going fast 
enough in rearming Europe, and then they conclude the 
editorial with a sentence: “It can only be hoped that the 
plans of the Kremlin will leave Europe, and the Atlantic 
community enough time to reconcile their differences.” 

In other words, again, like in Korea, we are only hoping 
the Kremlin will be good enough to stay away until we 
create a force that will eventually destroy them, and it’s 
absolutely irrational. 


How To Deter Russia 


Now, what can we do? There is only one thing to deter 
Russia. How can we deter Russia if we cannot build up an 
opposite number on the ground in Europe? The answer to 
our uncertainty is long range air power, for the simple reason 
that our basis of this air power would be inaccessible to the 
Russians. Only the bases in Europe are accessible to the 
Russian Army and the Russian tactical air force, and will be 
destroyed, and in effect, then, land power will conquer and 
destroy air power. But if we will have the bases and the 
preparation to destroy Russia’s sinews of war on this side of 
the ocean, these bases are safe from the Russian land might 
and will be operative and we can carry a sustained offensive 
against Russia and actually destroy its means of waging war. 
If once we create such force, then there is a chance that we 
will be able to rearm Europe, and then we would have a 
determined force, but this force is not now in existence. 
Though some people are trying to tell American people that 
we do have the force, we haven’t got it. 

We haven’t got anything but a small token force. Our 
strategic air force is puny. Our strategic air force hasn’t got 
the numbers or the firepower to go ahead and do the job. 
As I said, we have only one-tenth or one-twentieth the size 
of the force we ought to have in order to be able to create 






this deterrent and destroy Russia’s sinews of war. As long as 
we adhere to balanced forces, we will never create that type 
of air force, and if we do not create this type of air force, 
our ground forces will be unemployed. Our land forces will 
never come to grips with the enemy because we'll never be 
able to bring them to the other side. 

Thus, again, we have to reappraise our entire strategic 
position. We cannot match Russia on land. We haven't got 
the numbers, and if we should try to do that, we would 
perish. 

Already there are very healthy signs that there is some- 
thing wrong with our strategy. Not long ago General Clark 
made a speech in San Francisco and stated that our Army 
has too many luxuries—that it was fed too well, had too 
many service men behind it—and that we have to cut down 
on those luxuries. In other words, our Army, instead of being 
more efficient, more modern, should go back and become more 
ang more primitive. Why ? Because they realize that we don’t 
have enough bayonets, and will never have enough bayonets 
unless we put everybody into the Army. We'll tell our Army 
that they have to feed off the land; then of course, we're 
going to compete with the enemy on his ground, and we'll 
be defeated from the start. 

We hear that some of the Chinese are using horse cavalry. 
I wouldn’t be surprised to hear tliat we’re going to use horse 
cavalry because the Korean war has shown that horses are 
a mighty welcome thing in Korea, and then we'll prepare a 
cavalry division to go and fight in Europe. The first thing 
you know, you’re going to go right back to bows and arrows. 

These things, gentlemen, will show you there is something 
wrong with our strategy. Instead of going forward, instead 
of taking advantage of our superior powers and our talents 
and our skills, unmatched in the world, we find our strategy 
dragging us backward. 


What is happening on the high seas? Only a few years 
ago, even our Admirals admitted that battleships are of no 
use to us, and now we're dragging them out from the moth- 
balls and activating them. Why? Because the battleship was 
able to stay off the shores of Korea without any interference 
from the air or the sea and pump its shells into those cities. 
So they think we can line them up all around 4,000 miles 
of the Eurasian continent and bombard something—I don’t 
know what it will be. 


But the fact remains that since Korea, we are going 
exactly in reverse. We're going backward. We're pulling out 
of the mothballs the weapons that should be forgotten com- 
pletely. They are trying to reduce the efficiency of our Army. 
They are trying to bring in the standards of living of our 
enemies that are definitely less than ours. 

The tactical deployment of our weapons is a province of 
military men and ought to be kept secret, but the over-all 
plan of strategy in our democratic countries, is the province 
of the people. It was the American people who changed our 
strategy in the last war by demanding the more efficient use 
of air power, and, once again, it is the American people’s 
province to get interested, to learn to see our strategy con- 
cept, because that strategy is the province of all of us. 

The military men in Washington today are well-meaning, 
they are patriotic, they are doing the best they can, but let 
me give you a little analogy from my book. Suppose you want 
to cross a river and you're going to hire a man who can do it 
with a bridge, you’re going to hire a man who knows how 
to build a ferry boat, and you're going to hire a man who 
knows how to build a tunnel. You look them up in the 
Pentagon and tell them you want the best solution for cross- 
ing a river. They will argue forever among themselves 
because the man who knows only how to build bridges knows 
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is way of crossing the river is best, and so it is with 
the tunnel man and so with the bridge man. 


AwericAN Peorpte Must Decipe 


Who is going to make the decision? The man who does 
the hiring. Who is going to make the strategic decisions in 
eur country? The American people because our military 
leaders, who are great experts in their own fields, will never 
e able to trust the art of any others because each knows that 
lis art is the best. 

This is why the time has come for the American people, 
through the President, to really think a little of our national 
defense, to resolve what our national policy is going to be 
because if they're going to leave it to the experts, they’re 
voing to have the same results as 1 showed in my little simile. 
There is not enough money to: cross the river three ways; 
we would have to build a poor bridge that would collapse, 
or the ferry boat would sink, or the tunnel would crack. We 
haven't got the money to build all three of those structures ; 
we must build the first thing first. 

Our situation today is completely analogous to the last 
century. Great Britain, with a small island vet controlled 
the whole world. Why? Because it controlled the decisive 
medium of the seas. It maintained a huge and powerful, in- 
vincible navy. They didn’t try to build the greatest army in 
the world at the same time. They knew they controlled the 
decisive medium, that no one coud rush them, and that they 
could carry a war to anybody because they always had time 
to build the army when it was necessary. 


Victory THROUGH AIR SUPERIORITY 


Today, in the military sense, the air is the absolutely deci- 
sive medium and the one who controls the air will dominate 
the situation and will have plenty of time to build the neces- 
savy and adequate army and the necessary and adequate navy. 

That doesn’t mean the abolishment of armies and navies. 
We need them, because eventually we have to administer and 
exploit the initial air victories by landing and getting our 
men on the ground, 

Because to win the control of the air is going to require 
the major portion of our national resources, | firmly believe 
that not a single bit ought to go for anything else—atomic 
bombs, land forces or sea forces—until we are prepared to 
put the right kind of air force into action that can guarantee 
us that control of the air all over the world, so that not a 
single enemy plane can rise and challenge us. 

This, gentlemen, will not happen unless you and you, all 
of you, will extend the problem to your fellow citizens, and 
will communicate with our Congress in Washington and 
demand that we build up our air force until we have no peer 
and no enemy can contest it, rather than build a balanced 
force that will be chained to our Army and will eventually 
come to grief. We simply have not got enough Americans to 
fight the other kind of war, so we must fight in the way we 
can best do the job and if we, a superior society, are com- 
pelled to use force, then that force ought to reflect our 
superiority of our way of life. If, instead of building superior 
buildings or making superior flour or superior tractors, we 
are forced by the enemy to build superior engines of destruc- 
tion, let’s use our energy and ability to do that and we can 
do it and we will do it! 

It's only a question of having our American people make 
up their minds. Our people have a tremendous mass wisdom. 
I'm sure that no matter how concerned and perturbed or 
panicky our people are at this time in the Pentagon about 
their balanced forces, the wisdom of the American people is 
going to select the right leaders who will provide us with the 








right strategy, and our way of life will prevail all over the 
world. 

Thank you. 

PresipENT CouLtter: And now for the questions. Major, 
do you think Korea is indefensible against Russia, and do you 
think we should withdraw from Korea now? 

Major pve Seversky: Yes. My theory—the airman’s 
theory—is that we cannot invade any base on a hostile con- 
tinent that is accessible to millions of ground troops of the 
enemy. We had no business to put our boys there in the first 
place. 

That happened, again, because we were sold on this battle 
strategy of balanced forces. We wanted to fight all together 
—the Army, the Navy, the Air Force and the Marine—for 
the same objective, regardless of cast. 

Everybody talks about how wonderful unification works 
in Korea. It does, but that is what happens because unifica- 
tion works. We should have used our air power. We de- 
stroyed Korea, anyway. Our ground forces destroyed Korea. 
north and south, better than any air force could destroy it. 
Everything they could destroy, they destroyed. Well, if this 
was the case, why didn’t we start from there? Why didn’t 
we apply what Navy men know so well—an aerial blockade 
of a nation? 


AERIAL BLocKADE EFFECTIVE 


An aerial blockade is a hundred times worse than any 
naval blockade, because a naval blockade can only cut lines 
of communication. An air power can blockade so that nothing 
can move. How long do you think a nation—no matter how 
modern or primitive it is—can live when nothing can move? 
If anything moves under an aerial blockade, it is destroyed. 

How long do you think the Communist government could 
control their people when they have no communications, no 
transportation, when food cannot move, when people cannot 
move, when beasts cannot move? 

If we had gone over Korea and conditioned it properly 
with our air forces, then we could have put our boys in there 
if we wanted to, but not before that, because, as has been 
explained to you, once you put your army in there, your air 
power is useless; your air power only becomes, immediately, 
additional firepower available to the soldiers and that fire- 
power can always be upset for the numerical superiority of 
the enemy. 

The question is “All right, what are we going to do now ?” 
Well, naturally, we hate American defeats and retreats, even 
though that may be the wise thing to do strategically, but I 
believe we can handle this situation. 


GREATEST ERROR 


I think the greatest error was to approach the Yalu River 
because the only way we could keep our men there and be 
successful would be through air power, destroying Korean 
forces in transit to the front. By going to the Yalu River, 
beyond which we were not allowed to go, we lose control of 
the very section we ought to destroy. Well, why was that 
done? Because the people at the helm of our strategic think- 
ing do not grasp how to use air power properly. We could 
have stopped any place we wanted. It didn’t have to be the 
38th Parallel; we should have left them a belt of two or 
three days of movement in order to give our air force elbow 
room to destroy them before they reached our front. Instead 
of that we moved right to the Yalu River, where they could 
pour, overnight, any amount of hundreds of thousands of 
men to destroy our forces. So, eventually, we come right 
where I said we should have started from—a complete air- 
tight blockade of a Communist country. In other words, we 
have to retreat, we have to allow a rather wide belt for our 
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air forces to make a no-man’s land there so nothing can move 
out there. 

I’m sure it’s going to work. I’m sure that the Chinese 
forces will have to go back. They won’t be able to exist 
under the rain of bombs and firepower and rockets of our 
aircraft and if it works there, then we can go further south 
and we can keep that blockade up until the population is 
going to rise against its Communistic masters. 

Then we can take our boys out of there, not because we 
were defeated by the enemy but because we can show the 
whole world that we have modern means, better means than 
the ground soldier to deprive the Communist regimes of the 
means to govern their peoples. 

It’s going to be air power, a blockade of air power, and no 
people can exist, as I said before, without free movement, if 
continually stopped from the air for a long time. 

Question: If we were to attack Russia what should be our 
first offensive move? 

Mayor pe SEveRSsKy: If we are strong and possess the 
right type of force, we will never have to attack Russia first, 
and probably, as I said, we will never be attacked. 

We must take it for granted that no matter what we do 
in Europe, barring, of course, the political implications in 
Russia of a Russian miracle happening, with the Russian 
government overthrown, a lot of things can happen. But, 
barring that, Russia has complete control of the people, and 
Europe is going to be invaded, no matter what we do be- 
cause, as I said, they will not allow us to build an opposite 
number, they will not allow us to build an army there to 
challenge their land army on the ground. 

As I said here in my talk, only a superior army can destroy 
another army on the same continent, and that superior chal- 
lenging army does not exist today and will not be allowed 
to be created. But strategic air power located on another 
continent, inaccessible to that continent, can destroy and 
suffocate and bring an impotency to the land army vut of the 
country. 

Our first gesture will be—if they start to march on Europe 
(if and when we are going to have the means to do that— 
we don’t have that today; I want to make it very clear that 
our strategic air force is too puny today to do that)—to 
throw that puny air force at them. Our atomic bombs will 
be used and scattered and again the people in Washington 
will say, “See, we told you air power cannot do the job.” 

The first thing to do is to destroy the sinews of war of 
Russia, so its army can live only as long as their supplies are 
available. The idea that the Russians are going to carry on a 
first-class war by being supplied by German and French and 
other factories under Russian supervision is, itself, unreal- 
istic. The Russian army is not going to stay in Europe if they 
know their homes are burning behind them. 

During the revolution in Russia I was in command of the 
naval air unit and the average man under my command was 
the bulky, average peasant, so to say. They were mechanics, 
and rather intelligent people, but when revolution began to 
progress and their dear ones were lost and their homes were 
burning and destroyed, you couldn’t keep those people at the 
front for anything; they just dropped their rifles and went 
right straight home. And anyone who thinks the Russian 
army is going to live beautifully and fight and have the will 
to fight when the men know their own country is completely 
devastated, when they know their relatives and dear ones are 
being destroyed, does not know the Russian people. As soon 
as the men in the Russian army know that their own country 
is being destroyed and that their relatives are being killed, 
they are going to go home, and as fast as they can. And there 
is where our Allies in Europe will have a very good oppor- 
tunity to give them a little boost as they go back. 


Question: How can air power prevent guided missile at- 
tacks on American cities by the Russians, who already have 
such guided missiles with a 3,000-mile range? 

Mayor pe SeversKy: Whoever asked this question is 
really very misinformed. 

Guided missiles divide into two classes—subsonic and 
supersonic. The subsonic guided missile is just a conventional 
aircraft that is minus a pilot, and can be guided over a long 
distance. Such subsonic robot planes are in existence and have 
been in existence for a long time in all countries. 

Our experience with the V-1 in the last war showed that 
after the first impact of surprise wore off, we were bringing 
down about 90 per cent of the guided missiles that Germany 
sent across the Channel. Such a guided missile is helpless 
because it has no brains, it is going in a straight line, it cannot 
maneuver, and it moves very slowly. For that matter, even 
a jet job moves very slowly. Six hundred miles an hour today 
is not very fast, you know, and, gentlemen, I can talk about 
it, because, for your information, [ have flown jets so I know 
what it’s all about. 

Furthermore, there are no existing means to bring such an 
aircraft accurately to the target. It will be some time before 
we can develop such accuracy and it is going to be by means 
of electronics, and that is another reason why we can succeed 
in air strategy, because electronics becomes a very important 
factor and in the electronic field we are also far ahead of 
Russia. 

We are not ahead of them on the ground in any of our 
weapons. For your information, I actually shot a recoilless 
gun in Russia in 1916, yet that gun is being presented to us 
as something remarkable in our ground force armament. It 
isn’t so. So far as the arming of our armies goes, there is 
nothing we have today that is materially superior to what 
the Russians have that will enable us to offset their numbers. 

We taik quite a bit about supersonic guided missiles, but 
they are not entirely accurate, and there is no known means 
today of sending 3 supersonic guided missile over 3,000 miles. 
Furthermore, there is no means of navigating them directly 
to the right target. That is not going to happen for at least 
15 to 20 years, and again, if it will happen, we'll be right 
there because we have the superior technological know-how. 

Talking about ground weapons again, with the tanks and 
guns and the recoilless guns, the bazooka, in my estimation, 
is the bow and arrow of our forces. Everybody has it. China 
has it. Korea has it. There is no novelty about those things 
and since nearly everybody knows this art very well, they can 
produce this armament and produce it efficiently and in ample 
quantity. But when we start on something new, such as a 
better strategic air force, where we require really superior 
knowledge and ingenuity, and the talents of group engineer- 
ing, with a great many engineering minds working together 
to solve those problems, they'll be behind us fifty years. That 
is why we have a greater advantage with air power and that 
is why we have to maneuver them to fight that kind of war. 
So far, with our balanced forces, they are maneuvering us to 
fight their kind of war. 


I believe we have been using, gentlemen, what I call Sears- 
Roebuck battle strategy. You have shelves full of weapons 
and forces. They tell you we shouldn’t be prepared for one 
type of war; we should be prepared for all kinds of war. 
That’s it—Sears-Roebuck. They want to have all these 
forces and weapons on the shelves. If Russia wants this 
kind of war, give them Number 36. If they want another 
kind of war, give them Number 22. 

Well, the trouble is that 90 per cent of the goods are not 
going to move. We expend our efforts to create this hundred 
per cent of weapons, and we use but ten per cent in the 
fight. That is the trouble and the tragedy now of the present 
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strategic concept, and that is why we're going to lose our 
basic liberties if we continue to follow that type of strategy. 

Question: There seems to be a great difference of opinion 
reyarding if and where the atom bomb should be used, if at 
all. Would you make a comment of whether or not it should 
be used in Korea, or on the oil fields of Russia? 

Mayor bE SEVERSKY: The atomic bomb is the most 
effective and most powerful weapon in our arsenal. As I said 
before, the stockpile is meaningless unless we have the means, 
the superior means, of delivering it. Our means of deliver- 
ing it is really decisive, and not an over-expanded stockpile of 
atomic bombs. 

The atomic bomb has its limitations, and, as I said before, 
| have devoted considerable time to studying its effect, at 
Hiroshima, Nagasaki and Bikini. 

I do not think that we ought to use the atomic bomb in 
Korea, we can do just as well and even better with conven- 
tional bombs, and we can deliver our conventional explosives 
with greater accuracy to pinpoint locations. You don’t want 
to use a 75-millimeter shell to fire at squirrels. 

Again, the use of atomic bombs against troops is primarily 






psychological. I do not think it would stop the armies that 
are already in the field. In other words, the use of the atomic 
bomb at this moment will not save our boys while surrounded 
by enemy troops. On the contrary, I’m afraid that a greater 
hatred will be developed among the enemy, and those bar- 
barians would be likely to liquidate all our prisoners and all 
our boys who are in their hands. Those boys would be will- 
ing to die, I’m sure, if the atomic bomb would do us a lot of 
good, but I don’t think that at this stage of the war, 
against the target in Korea, we would accomplish anything. 
On the contrary I’m afraid we would demonstrate more the 
inefficiency of the atomic bomb, and destroy a good deal of its 
psychological value. The force that has not yet been shown 
is always more powerful than the force already applied be- 
cause when it has been applied, the worst is over. Therefore, 
I think the atomic bomb, to us, is more important as a threat 
against proper industrial targets, if and when we will ever 
choose to hit them, rather than using them in the field right 
now, which, as I say, will not solve our immediate problem. 

Beside that, I don’t think we have to show our hand. Let’s 
keep that trump card for the more important time which un- 
doubtedly will come. 


Not One But Three Worlds 


A CANADIAN’S REACTION TO A LOOK AT THE EAST 
By 1. NORMAN SMITH, Associate Editor of the Ottawa Journal, Ottawa, Canada 
Delivered to the Canadian Clubs of Ottawa, Montreal and Toronto, Canada, December 7, 11, 18, 1950 


N the T.C.A. plane flying to London we were told 

what to do if we crashed into the sea and had to 

get aboard a life raft. “Avoid getting wet unneces- 
sarily,”’ the instructions read. 

In venturing to make a speech after my first trip to India 
| am getting wet unnecessarily. It would be so much easier 

-and wiser—to sit quiet with my uncertainties. 

Moreover, | am uneasily aware that I am to speak to you 
today at a time of crisis when only the wisest should be 
heard. I shall therefore leave today’s urgent issues alone and 
try to give you some broader aspects of the Eastern situation 
of which Korea is only a very small though critical part. 

My story will be that of the ordinary Canadian’s reaction 
after a first look at the East. I claim no expert knowledge. 
But for that I will apologize no further. From here on if 
you stay you take me on these terms. 

My exposure to the East, fortunately, did not come all at 
once. There was a little acclimatizing in Italy, where very 
rich live in luxury alongside very poor and where a Cabinet 
Minister told me in rather gay frankness that graft and 
corruption were a part of his people’s way of life. “In Italy,” 
he said with a wave of his hand, ‘a man would be called a 
fool if he declared his true income to a tax collector; and a 
collector who lived without bribery would scarcely live at 
all.”” And yet in Italy the Communists have dropped in ad- 
ministrative and parliamentary strength by 40 per cent since 
1946. And Prime Minister de Gasperi seems to be bringing 
his country from military shame and economic chaos to a place 
where it might hold its head with some distinction. Italy’s 
government has been about the steadiest in Europe in recent 
years. This recovery is largely due to American aid which 
has amounted to $1,238,000,000 in three years—but the 
Italians are helping too. If it were not for the steady increase 
in the birthrate Italy’s future would seem almost cheerful. 
But shorn of colonies and living on outside aid, and already 


with 2,000,000 unemployed, a country that gains 400,000 





population every year is heading for trouble. Remember 
Mussolini’s cry for living space? Still, the people—the poor 
and the peasant—seem happy. That happiness in adversity 
we are to see more of on this trip. 

Egypt I hesitate to mention for I disliked it with that 
relish that comes only from spontaneous and quite unrea- 
soned dislike. When at last I did leave Cairo one of the 
port-side propellers stopped over Suez and we had to circle 
about the desert spewing out hundreds of gallons of gasoline 
before it was safe to return and make a three-engine-landing. 
But I caught another plane on the tarmac just as it was to 
take off for Pakistan. It meant a different route, a stay in 
Basra, in Iraq, where it was 112 in the shade and the date 
palms along the muddy Euphrates don’t give much shade. 
But it also meant leaving Cairo. 

Karachi, that sandy city up on the top left-hand corner of 
the sub-continent of India, presented itself with a dusty bow 
at 3:00 in the morning, I nodded and collapsed into a 
mosquito-netted bed. I fell asleep counting the precautions 
that people had told me to take in Pakistan: don’t eat this, 
don’t drink that, take three of these before sundown and 
never not ever open your mouth in a bath tub! 

Despite or because of these precautions I liked Pakistan. 
A new country confronting problems that would stagger an 
old. The Prime Minister said to me, simply: “We didn’t 
have enough tables and chairs in Karachi when we started 
up our government here on August 15, 1947.”” When you see 
the camels, cows and buffalos in the streets, the poverty of 
the people and the squalor of the refugees, the frontier 
nature of a city that has jumped from 300,000 to 1,200,000 
in three years: oh don’t let me get started on Pakistan. 
It may be—I say only it may be, that historically or geo- 
graphically the country is a mistake, that India should not be 
carved grotesquely in two—but carved it is and the spirit 
and accomplishment of Pakistan in these three years excites 
amazement. 
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For here they are, these Pakistanis, 80,000,000 of them 
broken away from the 350,000,000 in India. They’ve come 
loose because nearly 80% of them are Moslems and they 
refused to live under what they believed to be racial oppres- 
sion by Hindus. This means refugees. Figures, human sta- 
tistics in the East, are vague—a million one way or the other 
among hundreds of millions is unimportant. But the most 
common guess is that eight million Moslems have fled into 
Pakistan from India and five million Hindus have fled from 
Moslem oppression in Pakistan. 

Suppose everyone in Canada picked up a handful of clothes, 
a cow, a dog and a string of children and moved on foot a 
thousand or more miles away? That many people have 
moved in that manner in India and Pakistan. And there 
they squat under improvised cardboard shelters or just lie on 
sidewalks. Their small fires throw gypsy-like shadows. The 
stench—for there are seldom latrines, and such as they have 
are sometimes worse than no facilities at all—the stench 
hangs thick in the air. The cattle move restless under the 
searching eyes of crows and vultures. 

Well Pakistan is setting out to make a nation with this 
fearful refugee problem eating at its vitals. And so is India. 
I mention Pakistan first simply because I got there first. 
Prime Minister Liaquat Ali, however, looks upon the refu- 
gee within his gates as assets. He welcomes them; he sees 
them not as problem children but as his people, as nation 
builders. Give him and them time, he says, and they'll get 
their country going. They’re short of good civil servants for 
self-government is new to them; they’re short of the buildings 
and equipment of government. They’re short of everything 
but they’re on their way, they say, if only they will be given 
time. 

Given time, that is, before a world war engulfs them or 
before India provokes them in Kashmir to a racial war that 
might too easily be feasted on by Russian imperialism. 

Let’s look briefly at Kashmir. Here is a former princely 
state of 84,000 square miles and 4,000,000 people. India 
claims it because its Maharajah and then its Prime Minister 
elected to join India after partition. Pakistan clams it be- 
cause it is, they say, geographically, economically and reli- 
giously an essential part of Pakistan. Eighty percent of Kash- 
mir people are Moslems. It is a divided Kashmir today over 
which India and Pakistan face each other with guns loaded. 
With guns so loaded that Pakistan is spending 65 percent of 
its entire budget on defence and India 55 per cent. The UN 
has tried repeatedly to make peace. The last UN mediator, 
Sir Owen Dixon, gave up the task last September with a re- 
port that though Pakistan had been the early aggressor it was 
now Nehru and India refusing to accept UN’s principles of 
mediation and fair plebiscite. After some study and long 
talks with the Prime Ministers of India and Pakistan, and 
with diplomats in each country, I can’t help feeling Nehru is 
being selfish in this matter, that he personally is exaggerat- 
ing his country’s interest in Kashmir. He is able to resist 
world opinion on Kashmir because he knows we must keep 
him on our side in the game of global politics. 

That is presumptuous talk. But though it is directed at 
Nehru it is also directed at ourselves. I think we should ad- 
mit that sometimes we too are venal and pass by on the other 
side when to stop and speak for the right might be costly or 
embarrassing. Yet surely Canada has a special position in 
this matter. We are in the Commonwealth, importantly in 
it. Mr. Liaquat Ali asked me “Should not Canada use her 
influence to make India reasonable in our Kashmir dispute ?” 
Mr. Liaquat Ali will accept mediation or arbitration. 

Mr. Nehru, on the other hand, told me in New Delhi a 
few days later that third parties in disputes got in the way. 
He referred to both UN and the Commonwealth; said that 


to call in a third party was not becoming to a country’s 
d‘gnity. 

Well there is more in the East than Kashmir (which is 
perhaps what Mr. Pearson is saying). Let’s move on to In- 
dia. I’ve wanted all my life to make a speech starting off 
with the words “When I was in India”. When I was in 
India I ran out of gas in a launch on the Ganges. But when 
I was in India I did something that probably nobody else has 
done. I dunked in my bath a letter of introduction to Mr. 
Nehru. No, not because of his views on Kashmir! I used 
a nylon shirt this trip which I washed every night myself. 
This time I forgot to empty the pockets! When I was in 
India I watched vultures fly over the silent towers where 
parsees lay their dead to be eaten and I stood by a burning 
ghat while the mortal remains of Hindus went up in smoke. 
Both of these customs, I may say, are not so strange as they 
sound and were carried out with a dignity I’m afraid some of 
our “civilized” funeral habits cannot claim. In India I went 
to the Taj Mahal and didn’t believe what I saw. I made the 
mistake of trying to write of its matchless beauty. I won't 
make the mistake of trying to speak of it. In ".ucknow I sat 
with shoes off on a cushioned platform with some Indian 
statesman while Nehru made a speech, and there was a hole 
in my sock. In the Indian countryside I saw the lovely colors 
of the women’s dresses as they filled their pitchers at the 
well, and I let the rythmic beat of Indian music convince me 
that I could go back to the jungle without much trying. 

India was at first a strange country. But you get ac- 
customed to the monkeys, to the little wayside shrines and 
the wail of the singers as some devout works himself into 
ecstasy. You get accustomed to the India costume, to the 
teeming streets, to picking your feet through bodies lying 
on the sidewalks. You get accustomed to the clamor and 
tumult of the bazaars and to the laundry people who at 5:00 
in the morning bang their linen against the rocks by the well 
outside your window. In fact, the human mind is so adapt- 
able that the danger is that you get too accustomed to these 
sights and sounds and fail to comprehend them. 

India has 350,000,000 people. Ninety percent of them 
cannot read or write. Eighty percent of them live on the 
land so primitively, in such poverty that theirs seems almost 
an animal existence. These millions of Indians are not a 
tightly knit unit. There are a score or more languages and 
though the majority of the people are Hindu religion breaks 
down into hundreds of distinct creeds and customs. 

The standard of living in India must be about as low as 
any in the world, and the standard of health is the lowest. 
India’s mortality rate is twice that of the United States. Two 
hundred thousand mothers die of child birth every year. 
Two million die of malaria, half a million of tuberculosis. 
Life expectancy in India is 26.9 years—England it is 58.2. 
Yet with these conditions India has one sixth the number 
of doctors that England has per unit of population and one 
seventh the number of hospital beds. There are 7,000 hospi- 
tal beds for the two and a half million tuberculosis patients. 

These are the people that Pandit Nehru must build his 
country. with, this their condition. Can we wonder, that 
Mr. Nehru’s policies are not quite to the pattern of Wash- 
ington or London or Ottawa? Can we wonder that some- 
times the Indians care more for mysticism and magic than 
the business politics of the West? If one has not got things 
one must have faith. The danger is that the West is trying 
to civilize their faiths or superstitions out of existence before 
we can give them the “things” which we seem to believe can 
take their place. 

How do India’s leaders think India is doing? Well, they 
don’t exude optimism of our cock-sure variety but they have 
a philosophic zeal to do the best they can. 
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They know that the British left too suddenly. They know 
that in trying to establish their own government in a few 
short vears they are bound for grief. And this task is ex- 
cruciatingly worsened by the floods, famines, refugee prob- 
lems, wars and threats of wars which have beset them. 

They know their civil service lacks experience and efh- 
ciency and some look back to British law and order with 
But no one would turn the clock back and ask 
tor Britain's return, The British are poular out there just 
now, perhaps a belated realization of the difficulties of Bri- 
tain’s task in India. Americans, on the other hand, though 
armed with dollars and aid, are suspected and rather dis- 
liked. The task of British and Canadian diplomacy in India 
just now | should think, is to explain Americans to Indians. 

India has just attained independence of British Imperial- 
ism. She does not want now to come under Soviet Imperial- 
ism or Communism. But neither does she want to come 
under Western or American dollar imperialism. 

Most Indians neither read nor write. They are extremely 
poor. Ehey don’t know anything about Marx or Lenin, nor 
what Communism has meant to the independence of half a 
dozen countries in recent years. The Indian peasant hears 
only that Communism takes land from the landlord and gives 
tood and work to the poor. If that is what Communism did 
for the Chinese coolie why will the Indian peasant worry 
about Communism in China or in India or anywhere else? 

Now here is the point: I don’t say the Indian peasant will 
go Communist. But the Western appeal to him is that he go 
anti-Communist. And that is where we lose—or nearly lose 

Mr. Nehru and his 350,000,000. It is all very wise of us 
to say you can’t be neutral in the face of Communism. But 
for all our education and freedom and vaunted smartness we 
learned that very slowly and only at great cost, Can we 
expect the ill-fed Indian who has no wordly goods to whip 
himself into a fear of Communism ? 

Just a few miles outside the city of Lucknow I went to 
i village in the fields where no gasoline truck or car had 
ever been. The villagers ate and slept in mud huts with 
their cattle. The village latrine was a near-stagnant stream 
down the centre path. The huts had no tables or chairs; the 
people ate with their hands from a single bowl. | stood out- 
side a hut in which a woman had been killed by a cobra just 
two weeks earlier. Would any of you care to be an Indian 
recruiting officer assigned to go into that village one morn- 
ing and ask for recruits to fight for Chiang Kai Shek against 
the Communists in Formosa ? 


nostalyvia. 


Here in Canada we are free with criticism of India’s ap- 
peasement of Communism. We didn’t understand her ab- 
stention in the Security Council the other day and we scolded 
her last October for refusing to join the UN Commission 
on Korea, forgetting, perhaps, that Canada resigned her 
that same Commission back in 1948 because we 
didn’t like what it was doing! 


seat on 


But when the West complains of Communist tendencies 
in the East the West should face up to what Communism 
means in the East. And to face up to it means, among other 
things, to recognize it. We cannot move now to recognize 
Communist China while its warring upon UN. But we'd 
be better off today if Canada and UN had taken Britain’s 
tip and recognized Communist China a year ago. | don’t 
suggest such recognition would have restrained Communist 
China from today’s aggression. But the people of Asia don’t 
care to lose face nor to be snubbed. The Communists were 
able to make great propaganda out of the West's refusal 
even to recognize the new China regime. A good many 
people in Asia today who are not Communists have a sneak- 
ing sort of sympathy with Communist China (and Com- 


munists anvwhere) on that account. The Communists 


talked up their non-recognition into proof that the West w:s 
trying to dictate to the East. Had they not had that excuse, 
that pretended mark of oppression, Communist China would 
stand less heroic today in the eyes of her Asian observers. 

I will go further and say that if this present crisis in the 
East can be eased and the Communist Chinese persuaded 
to abandon their aggression against UN then I believe we 
and all UN should move as rapidly as possible to recognize 
the new regime in China. Not because we like it but be- 
cause it is here. As I see our long term policy it is to try 
te contain, not conceal, Communism. Surely even in foreign 
policy there is something to be said for realities! 

While in India | was a delegate to the Institute of Pacif'e 
Relations conference. We did a lot of talking and I'm not 
sure to what avail. But the one thing that the Eastern dele- 
yates were nearly unanimous on was the folly of mistaking 
the nature of Eastern Communism and of not recognizing 
Communist China. There is a tide in the affairs of men out 
there that is a blend of nationalism and social revolution. 
Peoples are on the march, as the saying goes. That march 
won't be controlled or guided by saying it isn’t there. We 
must try to know their urgings and then to make them our 
friends. First essential is that we seek to enroll them for 
something rather than against, 

We will not enlist Indians, Japanese, Malavans, Indo- 
nesians, Indo-Chinese or anyone else to our aid and way 
of life by telling them that in Russia there is no freedom of 
religion. Nor will an Indian care much if we say that Com- 
munism would curb his freedom of speech! The peoples in 
those backward lands—lands which as Nehru says time 
has passed by—are concerned only with freedom to live and 
to eat. If Democracy wants to keep these nations from Com- 
munism then it must offer something. I don’t mean simply 
dollars. We must somehow make Democracy into something 
dynamic, something to be fervent about. 

If this new, this positive, emphasis to the democratic cause 
must be given then we cannot leave it all to the U. S. Surely 
here is something the Commonwealth should take a hand in, 
for four of our members are in the East. That Colombo 
decision of a year ago to give Commonwealth Aid in the 
East. Has Canada done much to help it along? Last month’s 
anouncementjwas full of promise but you can’t eat promises, 
nor will they irrigate fields or fight disease. But I seem to 
be drifting to general conclusions and we have two more 
countries to cross. 


From the depths of my ignorance the surprise of my 
journey proved to be Turkey. Turkey was on the German 
side in the first great war and lost what was left of her once 
great Empire. Where-upon the dictator Ataturk stepped in, 
banished veils, harems, and religious dictation; told the men 
to replace the fez with a cap, turned the country’s back to 
the East and from his dictatorial chair set out to teach democ- 
racy. It worked. Turks stopped fretting about their lost 
empire and got down to business. Ataturk died in 1938 but 
his work of emancipating Turkey was carried on by Presi- 
dent Inonu. Inonu did not join the Allies in the second 
great war but he did keep his country neutral against the 
threatening Germans and held a vital fort we'd have been 
hard-pressed to defend. 


Inonu pressed ahead with education and also with estab- 
lishing a working democracy. So much so that the election 
held last May, giving fair and secret voting to all, threw out 
the Inonu party that had ruled Turkey since 1923! In its 
place is a Democratic Party so new to government that 15 
of its Cabinet have not been in the Assembly before. But 
the revival of “Turkey goes on. 

Turkey is important to us today. She has the strongest 
armed forces in all Europe except England and she is de- 
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termined to resist Soviet aggression with these forces. She 
has a keen and well trained army of 500,000 in a country 
of 20,000,000. She says it can be pushed up to 2,000,000. 

In Turkey no one worries about a Communist revolution. 
They say the Turks know the Russians too well to fall for 
such stuff. The Turks aren't boasting about their resolve 
to resist Russia. They know that in a matter of weeks or 
months they would be over-run by a full-scale Russian at- 
tack. But they are resolved that they will stand fast come 
what may. 

There is something solid about Turkey today, something 
progressive, proud, energetic. The Turks have turned away 
from thoughts of Empire. But I cannot see what will stop 
Turkey from becoming the most influential power in the 
Near and Middle East, if indeed she is not already. 

And now, the last country of my tour—Greece. 

There are two stories in Greece. In the war Greece lost 
one million dead, one-eighth of its population or four times 
the comparative losses in France and Poland. Then in the 
Communist rising and aggression which followed for three 
long years Greece lost 155,000 dead, 28,100 wounded and 
750,000 were made homeless—another eighth of its popu- 
lation. 

During the eight years of combat Greece’s industries, 
roads, railways and ports were crushed almost to death. Its 
livestock, so precious a possession on its otherwise barren 
hills, was largely slaughtered or driven away. The best of 
its manhood was lost. And yet despite these years of ravage 
the country stands. I has said NO to Communism as it did 
to Italians and Germans. It continues to say NO and its 
people somehow smile in their stony fields and the shepherds 
you see in the mountains wave a welcoming hand. The King, 
the Prime Minister, the waiter, the foreign diplomat—all 
assured me the spirit of Greece would carry it through this 
its latest time of test. 

For these are testing days in Greece, and that makes the 
other story. A less cheering one. Greece has had to live on 
foreign aid these last six years. Since 1944 foreign aid to 
Greece has totalled two billion dollars. One quarter of the 
whole Greek national income last year was a gift from the 
American people alone. 

There has been every reason for this aid—humanitarian, 
political, economic, strategic. After all, the Greeks have 
been fighting the first part of the third world war for us. 
In Korea it has been UN versus Communism. We hadn't 
come to that state of awareness when the Communists moved 
on Greece. 


But the Greeks are not making the best of their aid. Mar- 
shall Plan money has not been used to full effect and the 
Greek politicians seem unable to do the one thing which 
the West asks in granting aid: get their house in order. 
Greece had 15 governments from October 1944 to January 
1950 and has had six since then. 


There is in the country political frustration on top of 
economic distress. The country fought to save its soul but 
the cost seems to be heavier even than the statistics show. 
The future in Greece is not clear. It will need foreign aid for 
vears, and if its politicians don’t mend their ways one 
can see another Communist rising or a retreat to the order 
and authority of a benevolent dictatorship. General Papa- 
vos, the country’s Field Marshal Chief of Staff and military 
hero, may yet find himself dictator under the good King 
Paul. We the allies don’t care for dictators, but we may have 
one on our hands in Greece as the only effective alternative 
to Communism. But when we criticize Greece, let’s not 
forget what she’s been through. 


And now the Journey’s done. I look at my watch to 
see what few minutes I have left. You read, perhaps of the 








wrist watch with an alarm on it which Nehru uses. He sets 
it before he makes a speech and at the appointed time it goes 
off so all can hear. The time I saw and heard him use 
it he turned it off when it rang and went on talking another 
ten minutes! 

But don’t lose heart—I have only five to go. 

It would be nice to wrap the journey all up for you with 
a pledge of hope that all will be right with the world. But 
there isn’t one world, as Wendell Wilkie thought. Three 
seems a closer guess. The democratic, the communist and 
a large mixed bag of countries whose peoples are so des- 
perate from poverty or so fatigued by conflict that they'll 
take whatever offers most. 

It is to that third world we must turn our attention. We 
must understand them. We must recognize the power and 
fascination of new ideals to people who have nothing to 
lose. Mr. Nehru said: “People tend to think of the do- 
mestic policies and politics of another country in terms ot 
their own”. 

He might have added that we in the West, particularly, 
seem to go further and pronounce as wrong any policies 
which are not our own. 

We must realize that other policies spring 
circumstances. 

May I intrude a personal confession? I saw millions of 
Indians living in indescribable poverty and yet in apparent 
philosophic contentment and spiritual faith that we in Cana- 
da, I’m sure, would not sustain. One wonders even about 
Christianity and whether it hasn't gone beyond the testi- 
mony of our Lord that in his Father’s House are many 
mansions. We seem determined to change everything in the 
East, even their religion. 


from other 


The variety of faiths in the East spring from the cir- 
cumstances of living. The less of worldly goods the greater 
the need of mysticism, illusion and unquestioning faith. Com- 
munism has aspects of a religious creed about it. We loftily 
dismiss extreme Communists as fanatics and sneer that “it 
is a religion with them.” It is time it struck us forcibly why 
Communism has power to win fanatical followers. It is 
time we looked about to see which peoples are most vul- 
nerable to indoctrination and why. 


You may answer that we do look around and that we 
have sent those peoples our warnings. But warnings are 
not enough. We must send them help. There is no other 
way. 

We can if we choose sit back and invite them to pull 
themselves up by their own boot-straps; we can talk of the 
futility of unendingly priming a pump; we can tell them 
to get their own houses in order. 

We can—but the other side isn’t playing this war that 
way. He is out selling. If we don’t go out and sell too we 
are lost. But don’t let us think we can sell our democracy 
or build our world with only halt an effort. To call Cana- 
da’s share thus far more than half an effort is surely to ex- 
aggerate. We weren't in at all on the Berlin airlift. We're 
into Korea with only a token of a token force. We're talk- 
ing, it is true, about our UN Brigade making UN history 
but that history is still ahead of us. Nor does our record 
in food and economic help look much better. We're proudest 
of our help to Grece, and Canadians visiting Greece get 
thanked profusely. Well—in ten years we've sent, privately 
and by government aid, $60,000,000 to Greece. Has it dis- 
turbed our comfort? Have we missed it? “he Americans 
alone in the same period have given 25 times as much to 
Greece and they’ve given elsewhere where our help hasn't 
gone at all. Our talk record is very good. But one of these 
days, I’m afraid, some after dinner speaker in London or 
Washington or Lake Success is going to refer to us as the 
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most promising country in the democratic world. I hope 
we'll have the grace to blush but I’m afraid some of our 
patriots will think he’s paying us a compliment. (And may 
I say here that I am criticizing not only our government but 
ourselves.) If Americans and others don’t soon start getting 
more than a little rude to us about comfortable Canada I 
will be much surprised. 

Sir, to win the world war that is now being fought the 
democratic side has got to give—give in leadership, in ideals 
and in worldly goods. Britain can’t do much more than she 
is doing. France, is wrestling with her own soul. The tiny 
European countries are, after all, tiny. The United States 
has thus far done the job almost alone, and at such cost that 
her people are beginning to cry out ‘How long, how long?” 
We are fearful, indeed, that the U. S. is about to decide 
philanthropy is hopeless and call out the atom-bearing 
marines. 

We've all been anxious about the belligerent tone of some 
recent American statements. But is it not possible that our 
own backwardness has made the Americans so forward? Can 
we really expect a full voice in her foreign policies if we 


don’t carry our share of the cost? If all the other countries 
in the democratic camp had given as much proportionately 
in men and dollars for the democratic cause these last few 
years as have the United States we might be in a less des- 
perate situation today. It will be a ghastly, awful thing 
if the U. S. concludes she can pay for peace no longer. But 
the guilt will not be hers alone. 

Surely—if it is not too late—it is Canada’s duty and 
opportunity now to give from our plenty. It would help 
the whole democratic cause; it would hearten the U. S. 
people against the feeling they are alone and that only guns 
will count; and it would enable us to regain the self-esteem 
we won so surely in the fighting of two wars. What coun- 
try, I ask, is in a better position to give, and to greater 
purpose ? 

Heaven help the speaker whose peroration is that here 
is another turning point in history. But—Heaven help us! 
If it isn’t a turning point in democratic history, then the 
democratic world, as we call it, is in for a rough time, per- 
haps even for world-wide defeat. Or so, at least, it seems 
to me. 


The American Businessman 


HIS PROBLEMS AND OBLIGATIONS OF TODAY 


By R. PERRY SHORTS, President, Second National Bank and Trust Company, Saginaw, Michigan 
Delivered before the Economic Club of Detroit, Detroit, Michigan, November 6, 1950 


Hi? American Banker of today has an interesting job. 

His daily work throws him in contact with Business- 

men of all sorts and descriptions. He learns their busi- 
ness problems and all the tricks of their trades, and when 
he makes them loans he is temporarily in business with them. 
They speak the same language and they feast or starve 
together. In fact, | heard of one Businessman the other day 
who specified in his will that all of his pallbearers should be 
Bankers, and when asked for an explanation he replied, 
“Well, I'm an appreciative fellow—these Bankers have been 
carrying me all my life and I'd like to have them finish the 
job.” 

Year after year, | have listened to public speakers extol 
the virtues of great Lawyers and Statesmen and men of 
Literature and Science and the Arts—but never once have | 
heard a speaker address himself to the virtues of the Ameri- 
can Businessman. For over 40 years I have been rubbing el- 
bows with Businessmen (from presidents of corporations to 
small corner grocers in my own home town)—and out of all 
these contacts have gradually grown within me a wholesome 
respect for American Businessmen and also an earnest desire 
to picture some of their success-gaining qualities to the 
younger men among us who are just launching out on the 
rough seas of American business. 

For nearly 20 years now, they have been attacked and 
slandered by the so-called “liberal” politicians. Isn’t it about 
time for the Businessmen of America to stand up and defend 
themselves? ‘They have done a wonderful job in selling their 
goods to the public, but a very poor job in selling themselves— 
and yet their long record of achievement is the envy of the 
world. Why, do you know that in spite of 15 depressions, 
large and small, in the last 50 years, there are scores of busi- 
ness corporations that have kept right on building up America. 
The Pennsylvania Salt Mfg. Company has paid dividends 
every vear since 1863 (the middle of the Civil War) ; West- 
inghouse Air Brake for 75 years; Standard Oil of New Jersey 
for 68 years; Sherwin Williams for 65 years and our own 





Parke Davis since 1878 (72 years). Compare the constructive 
work our Businessmen have done with the pitiable fumbling 
of the politicians—and you will see ““Who’s (really) Who in 
America.” 

And so, let us consider today that particular type of our 
American manhood which creates commerce between men and 
nations; provides products, profits and prosperity for our 150 
millions of people; develops the industries which furnish the 
jobs for our 60 millions of laboring men; and, in the last 
analysis, constitutes the powerhouse of our great American 
Republic. This is the American Businessman. 

But right here, let me give you a few figures to show what a 
rare specimen the successful Businessman is in any community. 
A few years ago | read some statistics which so impressed me 
that I learned them by heart—and here they are: of 100 
people 35 years of age, 36 will be dead at 65; 54 will be 
dependent upon others; 5 will be working for a meager 
living; + will be comfortably well off; and only 1 will be 
independently rich. Only 5 in 100 are what we term suc- 
cessful. The danger line begins at age 40. Between 40 and 
50, over 90% of all men meet reverses and lose their money. 
The average life of manufacturing concerns is 7 years—and 
of retail stores 7.1 years. 

And so, any young man may well ask—what are the out- 
standing qualities of the successful Businessman? To my 
mind, the answer is—thrift, hard work and old-fashioned 
honesty. If you can’t save money—you haven't a chance of 
success. Every fortune you see is proof-positive that somebody 
worked and saved. And you must be honest in order to gain 
and maintain a good reputation—an absolute requisite of 
success. 

Reputation is never fully earned but always being earned. 
It is not an honor to be enjoyed—but rather a call to ever 
greater service. Of him who does one good job, another better 
job is at once expected. If your name stands for something, 
you are doubly bound to keep the faith. 





R. Perry Shorts 


183 





But it takes strength of character to save money—and few 
men can do it. If the 1,400,000 railroad employees in Amer- 
ica today (who are so frequently striking for higher wages) 
would only set aside $35 each, they could buy the controlling 
interest of the whole New York Central Railroad system— 
and if each would save just $50 per year for 5 years, they 
could buy the controlling interest of all the railroad systems 
from Chicago to the Atlantic seaboard. But they won't do it 
or save at all except in rare instances. 

Detroit has always been fertile in producing prominent 
members of this “5 and 100” club. It doesn’t seem long ago 
when a young Detroit mechanic finally succeeded in making a 
horseless carriage that would run. Henry Ford had a good 
idea—but no money. He finally induced a few men who had 
money, to risk $28,000 of it to make more money by develop- 
ing his idea. 

Thus, one man with an idea, other men with “risk capital,” 
and a few good workmen, went into partnership, and they all 
prospered—and in the process many other stockholders have 
since benefited and new jobs have been created for 150,000 
employees throughout the world and most of them in the 
Detroit area. 

Here, and right in front of our eyes is the American free 
enterprise system at its best—a combination of brains and 
labor and money—and through its country-wide operation 
prosperity has been passed around among millions of our 
people and we have become the richest and strongest nation 
on the earth. 

The ownership of the American Tel. and Tel. alone is 
spread over 975,000 stockholders—equal to one in every 50 
families in the United States. Critics attack our capitalistic 
system, but no one attacks the standards of living it provides— 
highest wages, shortest hours, lowest prices, greatest abund- 
ance of the good things of life, and every man free to work 
when, where and if he chooses. 

Away back in ancient times, Horace, the wise old philoso- 
pher said: “If a better system is thine, impart it; if not, make 
use of mine.” This is America’s economic challenge to the 
world today. 

A difficult problem in business life is to tell what is going 
to happen next week, next month, next year. Businessmen are 
forced to study the ever changing signs of the times and then 
back their conclusions with their money. 


And now, I want to tell you a little “Sign” story. I know 
this one is true because I found it in the Bible—(and for the 
same reason it will be new to many of you). Once upon a 
time gay old King Belshazzar—while holding a big party in 
his castle, drinking and carousing with his numerous wives 
and concubines and in the midst of a sumptuous feast—was 
suddenly scared into a panic by the sign of a mysterious hand 
slowly writing on the wall. Nobody could tell what it was 
all about until at last Daniel, the expert interpreter of his 
day, read in the writing the doom of this haughty king. That 
night Belshazzar was slain and forced out of the picture— 
and his kingdom passed into wiser hands. 

Old Belshazzar has now been dead for over 2500 years— 
but the handwriting on the wall still appears today with most 
disturbing frequency, and there is an appalling inability to 
read it on the part of those who sit down to feasts. 


Prosperity has a way of beguiling its victims that it will 
last forever. Those who are prosperous today think they will 
always be prosperous—and few can see, and fewer still can 
read the handwriting on the wall. And yet it is on the walls 
where legislators meet, where merchants gather, where manu- 
facturers assemble, in the homes and halls of men, in every 
factory and every industry. Scientific Daniels are scarce and 
high priced—and so the average Businessman must read for 


himself and success or failure finally tells the accuracy of his 
interpretations. 

There are two outstanding problems that face every Busi- 
nessman today—and the first is Scientific Research. Most 
every new form of competition which keeps you awake nights 
comes from this source. A great war is being waged between 
the old way and the new. Competition demands higher effici- 
ency and lower costs—and Science finds the way. 

We Businessmen used to look upon the scientist as a col- 
lege professor—a theoretical dreamer who knew more and 
more about less and less. If he knew everything about nothing, 
we called him a Professor of Psychology—and if he knew 
nothing about everything, we called him a Professor of 
Economics. 

But one day we became startled to find that this stran7ze 
man of Research had finally come out of his dreamland and 
brought out with him many unheard of things—insulin, celo- 
tex, self-starters, radios and a host of other commercial 
products which the people really liked. And these scientific 
invaders are making progress—don't make any mistake about 
that. They keep industry in a constant state of “unfinished 
business” and yet the average employee has no conception of 
the problems the “Boss” is up against, and nobody has done 
enough to enlighten him. 

Where are the village blacksmiths, the harness shops, the 
cobblers of our childhood—ditch diggers, hod carriers, oil 
lamps and shaving mugs—high shoes, stiff collars, fancy vests 
and night shirts—and even the good old homemade bread that 
mother used to make? Tanners used to brag that there would 
always be a demand for sole leather as long as babies were 
born “barefoot’—But “Neolite” soles are now coming strong 
and babies feet are still born bare. 

A hundred years ago America was four months wide—fast 
trains made it four days wide—and now airplanes make it 8 
hours wide. People used to live in wooden houses and move 
about slowly—but now they live on wheels. The horse gave 
way to the railroad. Interurbans then crowded in for some of 
the business. Automobile trucks and busses then claimed their 
share of both freight and passengers—and now the airplanes 
are flying off with all they can carry. 

Phonograph manufacturers were smothered in luxury by 
unheard of prosperity, when some brilliant genius invented a 
radio—and the Victor Company passed its dividends and the 
rest went to the industrial hospital. Oil is fighting coal to 
heat the country and electricity is fighting ice to cool it—and 
now gas makes a bid to monopolize the whole show by produc- 
ing both heat and cold. Water power is fighting steam power, 
plastic is fighting glass, tobacco is fighting candy, steel 1s 
fighting wood, cement is fighting steel, lumber is fighting 
cement, and celotex is giving lumber the greatest fight of its 
long and honorable career. 


Scientific Research has brought all these changes about. 
And so we see that ideas—ever new ideas—are the hand- 
writing on the wall. Over 75,000 applications for patents 
pass through the United States Patent Office every year—and 
every one is a new idea of some aggressive thinker. Scientific 
thinking has at last become the first essential of the successful 
Businessman. 

Money used to do all the talking—but now it whispers 
reverently in the presence of brains. Back of every successful 
business stands the romantic figure of some strong, resourceful 
man—who keeps his hand on the present and his eye on the 
future—ever directing the load uphill and downhill to the 
final goal of success. 


But after all, every young man must know that Scientific 
Research never has and never will develop a substitute for 
hard work and personal courage. Obstacles appear at every 
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turn in the road—and obstacles are things to test the stuff 
we are made of. 

You can’t win all the time in any line of endeavor. The best 
baseball team in the world loses from 50 to 60 games a season. 
Frank Woolworth worked hard to save his first $50 and then 

w 3 of his first 5 chain stores absolutely fail. Cyrus H. K. 
Curtis lost over $800,000 on the Saturday Evening Post 
before he could make it pay a single dollar of profit. DuPont 
worked 11 years and spent $27 million before the first pound 
of Nylon was sold. Frank Munsey’s remarkable successful 
career, after repeated failures, might be tersely described as: 
“40 failures, 40 successes, 40 millions.” Abraham Lincoln 
suffered one failure after another—was badly defeated in 5 
different elections—and finally become our country’s greatest 
man. 

‘The second and most serious of all problems of the Ameri- 
can Businessman today is unsound Government policies. A 
famous writer has said: “To sin by silence when we should 
protest, makes cowards out of men. The human race has 
climbed on protest.” No matter how successful you may be 
in your business, all your carefully laid plans for the future 
may come to naught if your government is unsound. A gov- 
ernment is only as sound as its directors—and they are 
politicians. 

A sound politician is a fine asset for our country (and we 
have a good number in both parties), but we haven’t enough 
of them. ‘The all important thing to most politicians is to get 
re-elected—and they are the ones we are complaining about. 
Our form of government is the best in the world—it’s the 
spendthrift politicians we criticize. ‘They have a program 
which is steeped in politics. They figure that every time they 
increase pensions or subsidies or wages, they gain votes. 
Today, 1 man in every 7 is receiving money directly or indi- 
rectly from the Government. The terrific cost of all this is 
paid out of taxes—but they conceal the fact that about half 
is hidden taxes which must be paid by the poor as well as the 
rich—5¢ on a loaf of bread, 8¢ on a quart of milk, and 116 
different hidden taxes on a single suit of clothes. Last year, 
these hidden taxes amounted to over $790 per average family. 
They buy the peoples votes with their own money—a giant 
give-away, free-lunch counter program. 

Businessmen are adders and multipliers by occupation. They 
increase the wealth of the country—make more goods, more 
jobs, more prosperity for all the people. Unsound politicians 
are subtracters and dividers. They produce no new wealth 
and are constantly promoting schemes for dividing the wealth 
we already have. “Share-the-other-man’s wealth” has been 
their slogan for 3000 years. In fiscal 1939, they spent $9% 
billion, and now in 1950 (just 11 years later), they’ve spent 
$42 billion—and if President Truman has his way with 
“Security” for everybody, they'll want 10 billion more. As 
a matter of fact, the only place to get “security” is in a peni- 
tentiary, and you can’t get it even there without giving up 
your freedom. Security and freedom cannot live together. 

The Roman Empire fell through Socialism by taxation— 
Greece fell the same way—and England, though only 18% 
socialized, is already gasping for breath. Throughout all 
history, every time a government attempted to provide greater 
benefits for more people than it could currently support, it 
first took away their freedom, then lowered their standards 
of living, and finally ceased to exist. 


Do you know that during the 4'4 years since World War 
I] ended, up to January 1, 1950,—all in peacetime—this 
administration spent $179 billion, which is about $12 billion 
more than was spent by our Government during the whole 
152 years from George Washington’s' time to the beginning 
of World War II (including the cost of the Civil War, the 





Spanish American War and World War 1). And when you 
hear these politicians brag about how prosperous we all are 
today under their planned economy (and they plan everything 
but economy), I can see you Businessmen wondering with 
puzzled brains just how much of this prosperity has been 
manufactured out of the $258 billion of borrowed money. 

Anyone can look prosperous on borrowed money—until his 
note comes due. In 18 out of the last 20 years, our Govern- 
ment has spent more than it took in—and staggered further 
down the deficit path toward inflation. And Socialistic ideas 
grow as a Nation’s debts grow. 

Downie tells us that if every insured person in the United 
States cashed in his life insurance—(total $44 billion)—it 
would only run this Administration for about 1 year. If every 
farmer sold his farm, machinery and live stock—(total $25 
billion)—that would’nt run it for 7 months. These are 
shocking statements—and it is even more shocking that they 
are true. 

Who pays for all this spending anyway? We, the people, 
must pay for every dollar of it either by increasing our own 
taxes or by borrowing on bonds—and bonds are but deferred 
taxes to be paid by our children. 

When the Government borrows, billions of new money 
pour into circulation and every extra dollar buys less goods— 
and prices rise. We have too much money for the supply of 
goods. Price controls and rationing only postpone the evil day 
—and when they are finally lifted, prices go higher than ever. 
From 1939 to 1950 our deposits and money in circulation 
nearly tripled—but the dollar value dropped to 59¢ and 
prices went up over 75%. On that basis the $100 you get 
today for your “E” bond isn’t worth as much as the $75 you 
paid for it 10 years ago with all the 10 year’s interest added— 
and to add insult to injury you must pay income taxes on the 
interest. 

This Administration’s inflationary policies have built up a 
perfect background to encourage the people to buy stocks, but 
no background at all to buy bonds—for advancing prices 
appreciate stocks and depreciate bonds. Sometimes I think the 
Government will either have to make its bonds partially or 
wholly tax-free—or else guarantee the bond buyer that the 
money he receives on maturity will buy as much as the money 
he paid when he bought it; i.e., tie bond and coupon dollars 
to the cost-of-living like some employers do the wages of 
employees. This plan, however, might make inflation worse— 
and, therefore, the one and only permanent remedy is to stop 
the inflation itself. Otherwise, how are you going to sell bonds 
in the face of a constantly depreciating dollar ? To make bonds 
good investments you must keep purchasing power level. 

And the worst of it all is that these spendthrift policies are 
cruelly hurting the very poor people they claim they are try- 
ing to help. Nothing the poor man buys today has risen so 
high as, the cost-of-Government. 

Since 1940 the cost-of-living has increased about 75% but 
the cost-of-Government has increased 274%. Politicians try 
to tell you that this outrageous increase is due to defense 
spending (of which we all approve), but the truth is that 
non-defense spending is now running $29 billion per year— 
over + times what it was 10 years ago—and every time Con- 
gress increases costs by voting another bonus, another pension, 
another price support, another wage raise or another bureau- 
crat, your hard earned dollar goes lower and lower. 

The handwriting is on the wall. How much will your 
“Social Security” money be worth by the time you get it? 
A chief reason for the high cost-of-living is the high cost-of- 
Government—and the only way to change it is to vote these 
spendthrifts out. They are wasting our seed corn. 

Take Co-ops. The Government taxes an industry so heavily 
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as to retard expansion—and then uses some of this tax money 
to wreck it by giving competing “Co-ops” tax exemption. 
Back in 1916, when income taxes were 1%, tax-free “Co-ops” 
began with small groups of farmers who sold their products 
together for a little better price. Nobody complained about 
that. But these “Co-ops” and ‘“Tax-exempts” have since 
grown by such leaps and bounds that today they compete with 
our taxpaying Businessmen at the rate of scores of billions of 
dollars of business ner year and escape about $3 billions of 
taxes. 

Why should not building and loan associations, farmer 
elevators, labor, educational and religious business “‘Co-ops” 
be taxed the same as the business concerns they compete 
against ? Why this 45% tax advantage? Here is injustice that 
concerns every taxpayer—and it is about time we all got mad. 
And while we are at it, why not get the Government out of 
business too? If democracy means anything, it means the less 
government, the better. 

And take Price Supports. In the old days no farmer was 
crazy enough to even dream of bumper crops and bumper 
prices the same year. But now, the politicians try to “by-pass” 
the old law of supply and demand and manufacture perpetual 
prosperity for the farmer. Price supports help one class and 
hurt all others. So far our Government has spent over $500 
million to help one small class of farmers and keep 150 mil- 
lions of the rest of the people from buying potatoes cheaper. 
They pass a law to force business to hold prices down—and 
then continue price supports to hold prices up. They pass 
another law to penalize hoarding—and then finance the Agri- 
cultural Department to hoard over $4 billion worth of food. 
How can you square an honest desire to stop inflation and 
help the poor with a guaranteed support price for anything? 
The politician who talks “help the poor” and votes “price 
supports” is talking east and voting west—a hypocrite in every 
man’s language. 

And there is inflation—the politicians’ cocktail to keep 
the people happy while it ruins them. Inflation makes people 
think they are richer than they are, gives them a feeling of 
security which is false, hits the hardest at the most helpless 
among us (even the widows and orphans), encourages ex- 
travagance, and destroys all assurance that thrift and hard 
work today will bring security and comfort in old age. 

To my mind, our greatest economic problem of the day is 
the Defense of the Dollar. Monkey with a nation’s currency 
and you jeopardize all values. Our Government started this 
inflation when it took us off the Gold Standard in 1933 and 
started its “pump priming” and spending sprees, and it will 
never stop it until it puts us back on again and quits spending 
more than it takes in. But, of course, politicians don’t like 
sound money because it restrains their spending. 

The true welfare of the people is advanced by more pro- 
duction, more wealth—not by more money—and the only 
thing that will increase wealth is hard work. Let us discard 
the old destructive political slogan ““T'ax—Spend—and Elect”’ 
—and adopt the constructive economic slogan “Produce— 
Produce and Produce.” And then, for the good of our 
economy, let us translate this increased productivity not into 
higher wages to feed the flames of inflation—but rather, into 
lower prices to help quench them. 


There was more natural wealth in this country 458 years 
ago when Columbus discovered America than there is today. 
The American Indians were richer than we are but for one 
fact they did not work and produce anything. Our great 
wealth of today lies in the labor that has been put upon all of 
the natural products of the soil and the sea. The wealth of 
America is but the transformed labor of hand and brain. Any 
government that promotes inflation is betraying the welfare 


of its own people—and remember that only the Government 
can start or stop inflation. 

True wages could be much higher if the “Boss” were not 
taxed so much to pay for all these unsound policies. Any 
employer would rather pay money to his own employees than 
to an extravagant government. Some day, some smart Labor 
Leader will see that the best way to get an increase in the 
employee's wages is to get a decrease in the employer's taxes. 
There's more danger in big government than in big business. 

In 1948, our Government collected in taxes an amount 
equal to all wages paid to all the persons working in all the 
factories and all the mines throughout the entire country. I 
wonder if the Labor Unions know that. This can mean only 
one thing—the government gets richer and stronger and the 
people get poorer and weaker—and that is bad news for every 
man who works for a living—and wants to stay free. In the 
last analysis, all this leads to Socialism—and the only allure- 
ment that Socialism has ever had to offer is a promise of 
greater abundance in exchange for liberty, and even that 
promise has never yet been fulfilled. 

The American Businessman is not for and is not against 
any particular political party. He stands for sound economy 
which will insure the continued growth and development of 
America. He wants ability, efficiency and integrity in office. 
He doesn’t believe in laws which benefit one class and penalize 
another, nor in practices that line one class against another. 
He knows that the true welfare of our country rests on eco- 
nomic grounds; that when business prospers, everybody pros- 
pers; and that any law that hurts business, hurts everybody. 

And above all, he knows that the best friend of the com- 
mon people is not the politician, nor the Government, but 
rather the Businessmen of our country whose success or fail- 
ure casts a profound influence upon every job, every school, 
every community and every home in the whole United States. 
Bankrupt business and you bankrupt everybody—including 
the Government. 

The Democratic party boasts of Thomas Jefferson as its 
inspiration. And what was his philosophy of government ? Let 
Jefferson answer that in his own words: “I place economy 
among the first and most important virtues, and public debt 
as the greatest of dangers. We must make our choice between 
economy and liberty or profusion and servitude.”’ 

The Republican party boasts of Abraham Lincoln as its 
inspiration. And what was his philosophy of government ? Let 
Lincoln answer that in his own words: “You cannot 
strengthen the weak by weakening the strong. You cannot 
help the wage earner by pulling down the wage payer. You 
cannot establish sound security on borrowed money. You can- 
not keep out of trouble by spending more than you earn.” 


And so we see that these spenders, these creeping, flirting, 
or acutal Socialists (whatever they may be), are certainly not 
Jeffersonian Democrats and certainly not Lincoln Republicans 
—and yet they are demoralizing both parties and threatening 
the stability of America. 

Jefferson and Lincoln—two of the grandest men in Amer- 
ican history—differed in political faiths, but there was one 
doctrine on which they both agreed—Sanity and Solvency 
in government. Let us, as patriotic Businessmen who are 
deeply concerned about the future of our country—and before 
it is too late—exert the best efforts we have in us to throw 
out these spendthrift politicians and restore to America, 
Sanity and Solvency in Government. Let us force our political 
leaders back to the Jefferson and Lincoln policies of thrift, 
hard work and plain, old-fashioned honesty—the true fabric 
of America. Let us strive to bring Economics and Politics into 
constructive accord. Here lie our outstanding obligations of 
today. 
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And, now, Mr. Chairman, just one more thought and I am 
through. You and I are under great obligations to America 
for being able just to live and to work in this great country. 
America has been good to us, and we, as intelligent men, must 
know that we are indebted in very large part for all we possess 
of freedom and happiness and intelligence and wealth to the 
labor and sacrifice and heroism of those who have gone before 
us. And so, as we now enjoy this fruit as it falls to us from 
the orchards which others have planted, let us not destroy 
the trees that feed us, but rather, in true thankfulness, plant 
new trees for still others to enjoy. This is the scheme of life— 
and this is the constructive patriotic philosophy to guide every 
true American today. 

At this crucial time, when our whole system of government 
is being challenged by a foreign power, let us not adjourn a 
large meeting like this without reafirming our allegiance to 
our country and rededicating our lives and our fortunes to the 
noblest cause we know. ‘Though our vision may now be 


obscured by the turmoil of the times and our spirits sorely 
tried by the apparent strength of evil, yet we have faith that 
the dawn is surely breaking on the day when the United 
Nations of the world will stand together to establish and 
maintain enduring freedom for mankind. 


“Ye who have faith to look with fearless eyes 
Beyond the tragedy of a world at strife, 

And know that out of death and night shall rise 
The dawn of ampler life; 

Rejoice, whatever anguish rend your heart, 
That God has given to you the priceless dower 

To live in these great times, and bear your part 
In Freedom’s hour; 

That ye may tell your sons who see the light 
High in the heavens—their heritage to take— 

‘I saw the powers of darkness put to flight; 
I saw the morning break.’”’ 


Teacher on a Tightrope 


WHITHER YOUR GOAL? 


By DR. EVA ANDERSON, Chelan County Member of Washington State Legislature 
Delivered at the National Convention of The Delta Kappa Gamma Society, Dallas, Texas, August 6-11, 1950 


T is fitting that, from the far corners of the nation, we 
gather here this week in Texas for our twenty-first an- 
niversary party. 

Swiftly now for Texas, where a man still has room to 
twirl a rope, | would take these two things that I know and 
love, horses and teachers, and I would interweave them into 
a brief message. Just this once may I talk to you teachers 
in terms of a rodeo and forget the proverbial Ph.D. lingo? 

Speed, danger, thrill! That’s horse-racing. That’s school 
teaching at its best. The two are alike, full of zest, challenge, 
and the unpredictable. As a teacher you “go for a ride,” or 
“vou're taken for one.” 


Wuat KInp or Riper ArE You? 


Now for the round-up, indigenous to Texas. As I call the 
races, you decide what kind of a rider you are, friend teacher. 
Are you a brone rider? ... a bulldogger? . . . a steer roper? 

.a Brahma bull rider? . . . a wild horse racer? Or are you 
just sitting on the bench? 

Are you a brone rider? Yo a rodeo fan, bronc riding is the 
most sparkling and sensational event in the whole show. As a 
brone rider, you arrive on the scene astride a rarin’, plungin’ 
little horse. The trick is to stay on that brone and off the 
ground. The top deck of a bronco is as exciting as a stormy 
ocean voyage, and much swifter. 

Can you take the pitch and toss of life? O. K., brone rid- 
ing's for you. Remember you come tearing out of the chute 
with the horse raring and plunging. Within the first four 
jumps, if you're still riding, you must scratch the horse with 
both feet and spur him both ways. 

In teaching, too, it’s the spirit that counts. You have it or 
you wouldn't have stayed with this job year after year. Spunk 

that's what it takes to teach school. Young America loves 
spunk in its teachers. Sometimes, like little outlaw horses, 
they experiment just to try our metal. 


* * = 


Perhaps you prefer bulldogging. That takes brawn, tim- 
ing, nerve. In this race you give the steer a head start, at least 


thirty feet. Then, at a dead run, you swing from your mount 
and land on top of that wild creature. If you could ever 
catch up with them, perhaps you should land on some of your 
pupils, too. They would be surprised. 

Next, you take the bull by the horns, and nestle there be- 
tween two horns of a dilemma. A teacher doesn’t have much 
time to nestle, but the dilemma is there just the same. Finally, 
you throw the critter to the ground. Remember, though, that 
the bull’s never down until he’s lying flat on his side with 
head and all legs straight out. 

There’s no halfway in bulldogging or in life. Can you 
catch up with your frustrations, wrestle with ’em, force ’em 
to earth, tie ’em up, and then go off and leave them? If you 
can, then you're a prized Texas bulldogger and a rare teacher. 

Perhaps you’d rather rope a steer, or a man. You use the 
same tactics on a steer, a recalcitrant pupil, or a reluctant suitor. 
Team work’s the secret. In the rodeo, of course, the horse 
often gives better cooperation, and sometimes, believe it or 
not, the horse is more intelligent than the man. A rider should 
always be able to feel what a woman said about her husband: 
“He and I think exactly alike, only, of course, I think first.” 

Swing your rope and lasso life’s treasures. Verve, timing, 


aim, that will do it. 
* * * 


You'd rather ride a Brahma bull? Let me warn you, the 
Brahma’s the toughest-bucking animal in the world. Life 
never gets too tough for you? Well, then, fellow teacher, 
this is your event. 

On a twisting, snorting, bucking hurricane you, astride the 
animal, come racing out of the chute. There’s no cooperation 
in this extravaganza number. From first to last you're strictly 
on your own. Often the animal unseats you, then turns and 
mauls you. You're still on your own. 

Speed, resourcefulness, judgment, that'll see you through, 
especially if you're fleet of foot, and know when to “play with 
the devil” and then run like one. Brahma bull racing’s only 
for the toughest. Ditto, teaching! And that, in part, explains 
the present teacher shortage. 

Where will we get recruits for the teacher battlefront? 
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With us that’s project number one. Over 800,000 new teachers 
are urgently needed within the next decade, just for the com- 
mon schools alone, and less than one-third for the lower grades 
are even in sight. 

Why such lamentable shortages? Education is America’s 
biggest business. A fifth of our entire population is going to 
school. Though there are one and one-quarter million teachers, 
we serve at least thirty-two million students, and greater 
hordes are oncoming. 

Why don’t young people enlist as teachers? Because, like 
the rodeo, school teaching is rugged business. Last month’s 
Vital Speeches listed the reasons for teacher shortage. They 
noted first the fact that youngsters are so fractious these days. 
“Too many children have never learned even the rudiments 
of decent manners. These subject the teacher to every kind of 
insult.”” Not in my classroom, they don’t. The wilder they 
come, the greater the challenge. Perhaps with greater con- 
centration we could improve some of the manners of those 
little “outlaws.” 

The second reason given was insecurity of tenure. Not every 
job has security. Not every job has tenure. Ask any bronc 
rider. 

Extra curricular load, low pay, non-cooperating principals 
(don’t “gun” for your principal; he’s an important part of 
this show and having a tough ride of his own), the assembly 
line, orders from the top, crampacked classrooms, and in- 
evitable tensions. 

Then another reason was given. Hear this one! “Recruits 
don’t sign up because of comparatively low status assigned 
the teacher in a society that, too often, judges people by the 
size of their incomes.’”’ On that one I want to fight back. 
Once the teacher, like the preacher, was venerated merely for 
his status quo. Today, if you as a teacher have leadership-recog- 
nition, you must earn it. I figure if 1 can’t make my influence 
felt in my home community, it’s largely my own fault. As an 
individual I can make tremendous impact. I can do it through 
Delta Kappa Gamma, through civic and other educational 
groups, the church, the grange, through political parties, and 
my social life. 

* * . 


Teaching is a wild horse race. For this spectacular num- 
ber, we'll bring from the range steers never ridden before. 
We'll rope them in front of the grandstand, and saddle them, 
and mount them. Or will we? You strain for the saddle. 
You whisper into the horse’s ear. Now you're on top, or are 
you? You were a moment ago. 

Can you take life as you would a horse by the ears and 
keep hanging on? Will man conquer or will the beast out- 
fight and outsmart him? Stay with it. The goal is worth the 
game. 

* * . 


But the wildest, maddest race of all is the “Suicide Race.” 
Some rodeos bar this neck-breaking contest. But you’re tough. 
So get on your steed and dash down mountainsides, almost too 
steep for a skier. Slither, slide, race, run! It’s a daredevil 
scramble for the most foolhardy. Ride for your life. You do 
every day of your existence. As you flitter along, how are you 
ridin’, cowgirl? 

Doesn’t anything slow you down? A mother, who just 
couldn’t break her son of sliding down the banister, ingeni- 
ously covered it with barbed wire. “And did that stop him?” 
queried a curious neighbor. “Oh, no, it didn’t,” confessed the 
mother, “but it did slow him down considerably.” 

Which is your event? You're not asking for a grandstand 
seat or you wouldn’t belong to Delta Kappa Gamma. A ticket 
into this organization means you're a tophand, full of fight 
and adventure. You love this job with all its hazards. 


But there is another race. Some say that it, too, is a “Sui- 
cide Race,” in which all of us are riders. It’s the mad race 
between Civilization and Catastrophe. We humans hold the 
reins. We ride the steeds. The trick is to pick the horses, and 
control the events in which we ride, and ride so madly. That 
is why we, of Delta Kappa Gamma, at this 1950 Convention, 
year of destiny, perhaps, give pause to thought. We would 
contribute our full woman’s strength, skill, and power to the 
ever-shifting world scene. 


DEFINITELY We CAn HELP — 
DEFINITELY We HAVE A PART 


May I put my theme in form of an allegory? On August 
19, 1859, Charles Blondin walked a tightrope over Niagara 
Falls. On his back he carried another man. When Blondin 
was half way across, the tightrope slackened and began to 
wobble. Blondin instantly surmised the reason. Heavy bets had 
been wagered that the daredevil would tumble from the high, 
suspended rope. When his success seemed assured, the gamblers 
were panic-stricken. 

There he was on a sagging rope. Below were the raging, 
churning falls of Niagara. And on his back was another hu- 
man being. The tightrope began to sway. What could he do? 
Blondin did two things. Though ordinarily not a praying man, 
he prayed, and he prayed hard and fast. And then he went 
into double quick action, figuring the faster he moved, the 
better his chances. Spectators later declared that, at the end of 
that “walk,” Blondin was actually running. The parable is 
obvious. Civilization’s on a tight rope, and we are the riders. 
Below, waiting a misstep, is catastrophe’s yawning chasm. 
“We are wandering between two worlds,” said Matthew 
Arnold. “One is dead. The other is waiting to be born.” 


Through World War I and again in World War II we 
dreamed of a bright, new, shiny world, of Brotherhood, Peace. 
“One World” we called it. The millennium did not come. 
It seems to have completely eluded us. Between the “world 
that is” and the “world that might be” civilization today is 
putting on a “ropewalking act.’’ Will it make the trip safely? 
The answer depends upon you and me, and what we do to 
help, now. Only five of the twenty-one major civilizations 
on earth have made the grade, says Toynbee, the historian. 
All the others have gone down to oblivion. And of the five 
surviving, declares Toynbee, only our western civilization is 
vitally alive. 

* * * 


Who's tampering with the wires? Everybody who isn’t a 
good, working, loyal, world citizen. We look across the rim 
of the world, and we see what we call “‘subversive influences.” 
“Ah, those are the knife wielders cutting the guy wires of 
civilization,” we cry. It’s fantastic but true that there are 
other, perhaps more insidious wire jigglers in our very midst. 
Unscrupulous politicians, traitors divulging a nation’s secrets, 
wise men in seats of trust poisoning the minds of youth, the 
ignorant, indifferent, selfish, and perverted within our folds. 
They, perhaps unwittingly, loosen the guy wires. Why? For 
personal gain, gold, political power, a career, prestige or busi- 
ness advantage. Some are crackpots who would sacrifice 
everything and everybody for some whimsical hope or idea — 
a maverick, wildhorse of an idea. To win their point, such 
would scrap any or all of our sacred institutions, religious, 
political, civil, academic. And some of those jugglers have 
worn venerated insignia, and have stood high in posts of honor. 
“The whole is greater than any of its parts.” Axioms in 
geometry apply also to life. Interrelated is the fate of all. 
All are riders on civilization’s march, every individual must 
save it or perish with it. Gambling with the future, gambling 
America, gambling civilization! Who are they, the wire cut- 
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ters? Let’s find them and warn them. Let’s find them and 
top them. 

Civilization’s guy wires must ever be fastened to certain 
moorings. What are they? Freedom — Democracy — Moral 
Peace — Love of Humanity and Reverence for 
God. Our Delta Kappa Gamma creed embraces them all. 
These are the things for which we stand as teachers, as Amer- 

ins, as World Citizens, and as Godfearing human beings. 

‘The dream of a brotherhood coming to birth 

The dream of a Christ for a comradelike earth.” 
Civilization is cumulative. We are the riders on top of the 
heap and heirs to the best of all ages. From our point of 
vantave we should gain perspective, balance and vision. “High. 
wide, and handsome.” we should see the world as it is, and 
see it whole. Conscious of the “right side,” of the “left side,” 
the rope walker learns the tricks of standing upright between 
them. In a world of bristling conflicts, only the man who 
maintains his balance can press forward. 


Integrity 


* * * 


Taventy-one years of Delta Kappa Gamma. What is the 
hardest part of a trudge? Is it the first five, the middle five, 
or the last five? Survey Magazine asked that question of a 
famous world traveler. Said he: “It’s the middle five. The 
first five finds the traveler fresh. The last five reveal the har- 
hor lights of home. The middle stretch is the acid test. That’s 
where so many give up.” In Delta Kappa Gamma we started 
with fresh enthusiasm and vigor. At the outset, misunderstand- 
invs and petty jealousies threatened us. Now we're on the 
march, thousands of “Key Women” marching abreast. /f we 
keep our objectives, our morale, and a relentless drive toward 
clearly defined qoals, we can do this tightrope walk together. 

“Teacher on a Tightrope!’ My nephew laughed when I 
told him my topic. “That’s where most pupils would like to 
their teachers,” said he. “And the tighter the rope, the 
hetter.” 


see 


| have just come from a special session of the State Legis- 
lature. It was called to allocate more money to cover millions 
of dollars in deficit spending. Every state in the Union is 
now faced, or will be, with their conflict between youth and 
old age, between welfare and public schools. Up in my state 
“Relief” gets forty-eight cents out of every tax dollar while 
the schools get only twenty-seven cents. Yet youth is our seed 
corn, 

Don't sav that teachers shouldn’t have some part in politics. 
Don't expect someone else to fight for the schools unless you 
are willing to do so. Don’t be afraid to write to vour Congress- 
man, but before vou do be sure that you have helped crystal- 
lize sentiment at the grassroots to back his vote. And above 
all, be sure that vou, vourself, are a voter. “Look out!’ I told 
a tellow legislator, “‘or you'll not any school teacher 
votes.” “No, | won't get any,” he scoffed, “and nobody else 
will. Most of the teachers in my area don’t even register and 
practically none of them vote.” 

But remember: Mister Dollar never fails to vote. Mister 
Dollar has a powerful lobby at every session. There he is, 
Mister Dollar, hiring more and more henchmen to stretch 
danger wires in the path of youth and everybody, pinball and 
slot machines, gambling, liquor, delinquency, all licensed for 
gold. 


yet 


* * * 


With the best intentions in the world, we have treated our 
youth rather shabbily, by adding to their burdens and by sub- 
tracting from their heritage. Upon them we have heaped 
debts mountain high, and have inadvertently euchered them 
into a probable Third World War. When I was a youngster 
! worried about the national debt. Then it was inches tall. 








Now it is miles high, five miles straight into the air of thou- 
sand dollar bills, one laid on top of the other. Five miles 
of thousand dollar bills, that’s what we owed before we even 
started on the new war drive. 

War skims off the best of a nation’s resources, including 
man power, and blows them all into smithereens. Into World 
War II we poured a trillion dollars, to say nothing of in- 
calcuable human loss and sorrow. That trillion dollars would 
have built a five-room home for every family in the world, 
plus a million dollar hospital for every community of 25,000 


the world over, plus pay for the common school education 
of 400,000,000 for twenty-five years. 


War SHATTERS STANDARDS 


Have we bequeathed youth lackluster ideals? Bernard Id- 
dings Bell blames our generation for the weird philosophy of 
youth which says: 

“Give me the prize without the training 

The reward without the quest 

Wages without work 

A master’s prestige without a master’s skill 

A trade without apprenticeship 

Easter without the cross 

Heaven without probation.” 


Whose fault is all this? We teach school. We influence 
youth every day by all our words and all our deeds. If society 
is curling up around the edges, and that doesn’t mean that I 
don’t still have Faith, whose fault? Is there no overtone to our 
living and our teaching? 

Old-fashioned honesty, initiative, creative work, consecra- 
tion, and service without personal gain. Those are the 
things that I’m talking about. Whatever strengthens youth 
strengthens the world’s foundations. And whatever hurts 
youth slackens civilization’s wires. 

Isn’t it time that we teach our pupils to stop expecting 
something for nothing; or that a “rich uncle” whose surname 
is “Sam’”’ will bail them out at every turn? Isn’t it time again 
to teach some good oldfashioned Americanism ? 

Do You Get Tirep? 

You get tired. Let me tell you about Maude S. Milton 
up on Orcas Island in North Puget Sound. Now Maudie 
Milton spent the best years of her life up there in a little 
school. Years passed. Students came and went. Sometimes 
they forgot to say “Thank you.” Sometimes they were critical 
and their parents felt that they needed a fresh, modern 
teacher. So, with bits of futility and despair, Maude finally 
took another job and moved away. And in that community 
she left a gap that amazed everybody. Unconsciously, they 
had grown to depend upon her. The old school deteriorated ; 
another generation came along; and then the parents began 
to wish for the old, faithful, cast-iron type of teacher. 

Eventually they built a new school. What name would 
they give it? Why, what better name than that of the old 
teacher they had once known and loved? So they sent for 
her to come for their dedication. But she didn’t want to leave 
her job. ‘Then they set the exercises on a holiday, and they 
went after her. It was all a great surprise. The name of the 
new school was on the plaque and carefully concealed. But 
when the shielding curtain was drawn, there it stood : “Maude 
S. Milton, A Monument to a Woman’s Loyal, Humble, and 
Devoted Service.” 

* m * 


“You know why I teach, don’t you?” said Florence Dahlke 


to me. Florence is a county superintendent at home, and past 
president of all Washington’s county superintendents. 
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“Sure.” said I, “I remember. It was Rena Chaney who set 
your feet on that pathway.”’ Rena Chaney was a young typing 
teacher in a school where | served as superintendent. Florence 
was one of her pupils. When Rena Chaney learned that she 
was to be an early victim of cancer and that her days were 
numbered, she picked the most promising personality in her 
department and coached her for her own job. 

Rena Chaney was a typing teacher. She could easily have 
steered the girl toward the business world. But her heart was 
set on that girl’s becoming a teacher, and a marvelous teacher 
and “teacher of teachers” she is, won not by mere words, not 
by cold logic, but by a heart-set. 


For You, For Me 


Today, half a world away, American boys are pouring out 
their blood for you, for me, and for freedom-loving men and 
women everywhere. Some of them are our former pupils. 
Some of them are our sons, brothers, and our neighbors’ kids. 
I have just come from my summer cottage in the shadow of 
the Cascades. As I drove away three days ago, the stars and 
stripes were floating in that mountain breeze, down at the 
dock in front of my neighbors’ cabin. 

That flag means something special to me. That flag stands 
for Bob. Bob was one of my pupils. He lived next door to me. 
He cleared the forest and from the logs built that cabin. Bob 
loved “God’s beautiful world.” He loved to hunt, fish, and 
dive into that icy, blue water of Lake Chelan. But war came, 
and Bob volunteered, and was one of the first fatalities of 
World War II. The flag, that came home with Bob, talks 
to me every hour that it flutters there in the breeze: 

“What are you doing about war,” it says. “Aren’t you just 
playing politics with the destiny of mankind?” “Aren’t you 
worshipping things instead of God?” “Aren’t you trusting in 
the gadgets of science instead of in the deep, abiding human 
relations?” 

“You’re measuring Progress,” says Dorothy Thompson, 
“in terms of luxuries, factories, industries, motor cars, radios, 
bushels of grain, tons of steel, frigidaires, nylons, icecreams, 
candy bars, movies, and bombs.” 

God forgive us if, as teachers, we have failed our pupils 
and continue to fail them. Balance, courage, speed, for the 
hour is late — world vision and stretch! It’s desperately im- 
portant, for on our backs we carry not only the old and help- 
less but little children and future generations everywhere. 

A mountaineer for the first time saw army paratroopers 
practicing in a remote area. He was tremendously excited and 
called out to his wife: “Quick, maw, bring the shotgun. The 
stork’s fetching ‘em full grown now.” 

In 1950 our problems are full grown. 


None WALKS ALONE 


There are no hermit nations. On civilization’s tightrope 
none walks alone. The West will d‘e or conquer, says Win- 
ston Churchill. And the weapons of World War lV, warns 
Einstein, will be stone clubs. World War III, we are told, 
may wreck civilization. But before that happens, I know one 
thing — we women will have given every ounce of our life’s 
blood. We will be there, hanging on to that rope to the bitter 
end, if need be. At this moment, more than ever, I’m re- 
dedicating myself to peace and world understanding. And I 
know that you are doing the same. 

We're on the verge of fathoming and using the shiny stuff 
from which the very universe was created. To our sorrow, 
we already know what the blazing stuff of the sun can do 
when bottled into a bomb. Isn’t there some way that we can 


reach out and lay hands on shining soul stuff that somehow, 
through some magic alchemy, will cement man to man, nation 
to nation, so that we may all live together in brotherhood ? 
It’s still an ideal that challenges and beckons. 


Educators have always dreamed of world peace. Once, at 
a World Conference of Educators at Edinburgh, I sat down 
with the representatives of sixty-two different nations. To- 
gether we worked on mutual problems. Not all of those prob- 
lems were solved, but a spirit was created that made for 
eternal goodwill. This side of heaven I do not expect to 
know greater exaltation than came to me at the end of that 
conference, when we joined hands and sang together: “Blest 
Be the Tie that Binds.” Many, with a shine in their eves, 
sang the words in their own native tongues. 

With hand extended in sisterhood across the seas, we can 
make a living chain that will lift humanity everywhere. It is 
no idle dream. We are doing it through letters, our messages 
of cheer, our CARE packages, and our international projects, 
and friendship. 

Cyrano de Bergerac, you recall, took a fabulous, imaginary 
ride through the sky on a great white charger. Upon his re- 
turn from that celestial adventure he exclaimed excitedly: 

“The ether clings to me 

I have traveled far 

My eyes are filled with star dust 

On my spurs are shreds of a planet’s hide 

See, on my doublet is a comet’s hair.” 

Does any star dust cling to you? “Reach for a star! You may 
not get it, but at least you will catch stardust on the tip of 


- # 
- your finger. 


“Measure me sky 

Tell me I reach by a song 

Near the sky 

1 have been little so long. 

Weigh me, high wind 

What will your wild scales record? 

Profit of pain 

Joy by the weight of a word? 

Horizon, reach out 

Catch at my hands, stretch me 

Rim of the world, taut, 

Widen my eyes by a thought 

Sky, be my depth 

Wind, be my width and my height 

World, my heart’s span 

Loneliness, wings for my flight.” 

Rider of civilization, what is your outlook? Whither your 
goal? John Noel in his ““The Story of Everest,” describes the 
mighty mountains that fringe India on the north: 100 peaks 
each 24,000 feet in height, 200 peaks each 26,000 feet in 
height, 6 super giants of 27,000 feet in height ; and crowning 
them all Mt. Everest, more than 29,000 feet high. When the 
author was asked why men are constantly, at the risk of their 
lives, lured to the summit of Mt. Everest, he replied: “To 
get God’s view of things.” 

And that, ladies, is the chief reason why I am proud to 
belong to Delta Kappa Gamma. Through this sisterhood, 
with its towering ideals, scope of vision, and breadth of pro- 
gram, and soul-depth of its tenderness and love, I am the bet- 
ter able to live, and help others to live, as they do on the free, 
open range, and as the Master himself intended all of us to 
live, joyfully and abundantly. 
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SHUN THE MAN WHO NEVER LAUGHS 
By NAT. SCHMULOWITZ, Attorney, San Francisco, California 


Delivered at Dedication of Room for Housing of Jest Book Collection at the San Francisco Public Library, 
San Francisco, California, November 30, 1950 


HEN I was told a short time ago that these dedica- 

tory ceremonies would take place, and that 1 would 

be called upon to make a few remarks, I wondered 
what might be said. I sat in my library at home one evening 
recently and my thoughts went back to April First, 1947, 
when Library Commissioner Oddie reminded the Commission 
that the gift of the jest books came to the Library on April 
Fool’s Day. 

‘Then, presently, I reflected upon the fun and pleasure 
which had been experienced in the acquisition of these jest 
books, and how selfish it was to keep them in a home library 
with only the owner, his family and circle of friends enjoy- 
ing them. How much better it would be if the whole com- 
munity could somehow enjoy these books and understand 
their importance as symbols of liberty! 

Then I seemed to recall an editorial I had read in a 
magazine which began with this thought: 


“The constant complaint that there is very little humor 
apparent in the United States today (and may I add in the 
world today), whether in books, on the stage, or on the 
air, can be answered by a single question—What is there 
to laugh about? Laughter is the result of a mind at ease 
and a clear conscience. It calls for the ability to surrender 
in a moment to the ridiculous and the absurd. It is as 
automatic and as necessary as a good sneeze.” 


I tried to put my mind at ease, although my conscience was 
not entirely clear. I heard a radio broadcast from Tokyo 
or somewhere in Korea in which a newspaperman told his 
radio audience that one of the significant things about the 
Korean war was that no jokes had thus far developed among 
the American G.I.s. Then as I relaxed, there seemed to come 
back to me a portion of a prayer inscribed in the Chester 
Cathedral in England. 


“Give me a sense of humor, Lord; 
Give me the grace to see a joke, 
To get some happiness from life, 
And pass it on to other folk.” 


Suddenly, the jest books, most of which had long since been 
transferred physically to the Public Library in the Civic 
Center seemed to reappear in the home library. They seemed 
to swarm in through every door and window. They deposited 
themselves in all available spaces on the floor and on the tables 
and chairs. Some seemed to levitate in the air around me like 
humming birds. Each book seemed to have a human face; the 
body annexed to the face was part of the same book, con- 
tracted tables of contents and indexes acted as balancing legs, 
a sort of Salvador Dali creation; the faces seemed animate, 
cheerful, full of laughter. I could recognize Skelton,—not 
Red Skelton, but the Skelton who died in 1529—who wrote 
the “Merie Tales of Skelton.”” There were Scoggins, of 
‘Scoggins’ Jests,” Pasquil, George Peele, Robert Armin, 
Tarlton, Joe Miller, Ben Jonson, Quin, Laurence Sterne, 
Widow Edyth, Mother Bunche, Old Hobson, Poggio, Josh 
Billings, Bill Nye, the beloved Will Rogers, and a host of 


others. Out of this concourse of strange looking creatures 





who looked like fantastic booky humans or human books, 
there seemed to emerge a small committee of three. They 
looked like the morons from Helm or the wise men of 
Gotham. 

One of these stepped forward laughing and smiling, and 
since books can talk, he said: 


“Salutations and Greetings, Nat! Remember me? 

“I’m Joe Miller. We understand that you are about to 
appear in the Public Library. We are a committee repre- 
senting all of the jest books, both in the Public Library and 
here in your home. We feel we should, in fact, we insist 
that we speak for ourselves on the occasion of the dedication 
of the place which we shall henceforth call home. We have 
had a distinguished committee prepare some remarks and 
we direct you to present them.” 


Then as he paused, the covers from a blown-up first edition 
of Joe Miller closed on Joe like a nut-cracker and flattened 
him into the title page. He seemed to become merely a name. 
For a moment there was utter silence. 

Suddenly, there was a commotion. Prefaces, title pages, 
tables of contents, indexes, leaves and gag-lines seemed to be 
floating through the air, accompanied by laughter in all of its 
infinite varieties, and then suddenly they seemed to coalesce 
into the jest books from which they had come and then all 
the visting jest books disappeared. A jest book at which I had 
been looking had fallen to the floor, making a dull thud. I 
seemed to have dozed, and in the very hand in which the jest 
book had been, I found an unusual manuscript. It seemed to 
have been written in a variety of handwritings. After some 
effort | deciphered the script. Some of you appear skeptical 
about the truth of these statements. I can prove them, for 
here is the document. 


MESSAGE FROM THE JEST Books 
IN THE SAN FRANcisco Pusiic LIBRARY 


While the voice you hear is the voice of one who acquired 
us recently in the period of our long existence, the message 
you are about to receive is the collective message of all the 
jest books in the San Francisco Public Library. 

Although we enjoyed for many years our tenancy with our 
former landlord, we hope he will not be offended when we 
cause him to state on our behalf that we expect to enjoy our 
future tenancy in the Public Library with even greater pleas- 
ure. In these days of housing problems, to find a permanent 
home with the rent at the right price and the surroundings 
of the kind you have furnished us, is no mean accomplishment. 
We hope our occupancy will never be disturbed and that our 
rental obligation will never be decontrolled. 

In addition, and speaking frankly, we became bored by the 
monotony of having only our former owner-landlord looking 
and smiling at us. We crave new readers, new faces, and new 
smiles. 

We are a merry lot of books. In spite of the ages and 
seriousness of some of us, we are a lusty fellowship and we 
think we have a pervading sense of humor. Although one of 
us is credited with being more than four hundred years old, 
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many of us are between two hundred and three hundred 
years old, and some of us have not yet reached the age of 
majority. Yet, collectively, many of the jests which appear in 
the eldest among us are as young, contemporary and fresh as 
those which appear in the most recent arrivals, and, may we 
add, many of the jests which appear in the most recent arrivals 
are quite as old as those that appear in the eldest among us. 

We are, indeed, a lucky lot of books. As books come and 
go, the life span of a jest book has not heretofore been of long 
duration. Printed generally on poor quality paper, often 
bound in paper covers, sold for trifling sums, we have been 
regarded as printed matter of little historical value and of 
less literary significance. The result has been that our custodi- 
ans usually have been indifferent to our survival as books. We 
have been destroyed, thrown into basements and garrets. 
Rodents, not having man’s gift of laughter, have converted 
the leaves upon which our best jests have been printed into 
nests for the housing of more rodents. Many a billy goat has 
been fed first and only editions of jest books, little realizing 
that the contents he was consuming had nothing to do either 
with the perpetual smirk on his face or the tremulous bleat 
he often utters. Time has seared into yellow hue many of our 
pages ; worms have eaten into and through our spinal columns 
and feasted often upon the choicest gag-lines of our funniest 
jests. 

Like other books, we are ‘“‘paper, ink and print.” Like other 
books (in words suggested by Stephen Vincent Benét) 

“If you stab us we won’t bleed, 
If you beat us we won't bruise, 
If you burn us we won’t scream” 

but those of us who burn do disappear. 


Yet we, and others like us, have survived monuments which 
were in existence when we were born and which have since 
fallen. May we recall the lines of Richard Henry Stoddard, 


“Better than men and women, friend, 

That are dust, though dear in our joy and pain, 

Are the books their cunning hands have penned, 

For they depart, but the books remain.” 
Indeed we have survived nations and forms of government 
which have perished, and we have lived to see old political 
philosophies grow, mature, and die, and reappear under new 
names. We have seen democracy in jests, humor and laughter 
appear on our social and political horizons and, in fact, influ- 
ence social customs, political doctrine and discipline. We have 
seen laws enacted and courts created to suppress or control 
us. Do you recall the Joke Courts in Nazi Germany? We 
have seen this happen time and again, and yet we have lived 
on with providential guidance, always young, always as fresh 
as the day on which we were born, always telling mankind to 
exercise the same rights of laughter that they alone of all life 
on earth have been given. 

Many jests in these books have been inspired to supply a 
laugh just for a laugh’s sake. Many jests have served as ideo- 
logical and political weapons. We often speak seriously and 
pointedly through jests. 

The minds of most men and women are, at all times, open 
to impression by means of an appropriate and forceful jest 
or anecdote. Jests do much to enlist attention, convince the 
judgment and persuade the heart. 

Throughout the years and in all countries we have been 
credited with great power. Some have, under-estimated this 
power and others have over-estimated it. We have exposed 
social and political impostors. We have on occasion found it 
possible to condemn even with a jest. We have stimulated 
and inspired great thinkers to philosophize about what we 
say and the effect we produce upon mankind—in the form of 
smiles and laughter. 


Poets have written about us. It was one poet who said that 


“God gave man 

His life and breath, 
Gave him knowledge 
Of his death, 

And thereafter 
Gave hin laughter.” 


Some regard us as fools and simpletons, and others think 
us boors and bores. Many believe we do not belong in the 
cultural society of good books. It is not for us to judge. We 
know only that we make people laugh, and we have heard or 
read what some men have said about us. 

Shakespeare said that, “I had rather have a fool to make me 
merry than experience to make me sad.”’ (As You Like It, Act 
IV, Scene 1). 

Carlyle, the prince of cynics, in his Sartor Resartus, said 
that “The man who cannot laugh is not only fit for treasons, 
stratagems and spoils, but his whole life is already a treason 
and a stratagem.” 

We Jest Books ask rhetorically “Do Soviet Communists 
ever really laugh heartily, particularly, at themselves ?” 

Lavater may have answered that question when he said, 
“Shun the man who never laughs.” 

Another once wrote, 


“T cherish the books that bring to me 
The deathless beauty of the ages, 
And the books in noble company, 
Aline with wisdom of the sages; 
And times there are when best by far 
Are books with laughter in their pages.” 


Have you ever considered what man would be, destitute of 
the ennobling faculty of laughter? It is to the face of man 
what synovia (I think anatomists call it) is to his joints; it 
oils, lubricates, and makes the human countenance divine; 
without it man’s face would have been rigged hyena-like. The 
iniquities of men’s hearts, with no sweet antidote to work 
upon them, would have made the face of the best among them 
a horrid, dusky thing, with two sullen, hungry, cruel lights 
at the top—for foreheads would then have gone out of fashion 
—and a cavernous hole below the nose. 

Think of a babe without laughter—as it is its first intelli- 
gence. The creature shows the divinity of its origin by smiling 
upon us; yes, smiles are its first talk with the world—smiles 
the first answer that it understands. And then, as worldly 
wisdom comes upon the little thing, it crows, it chuckles, it 
grins, and shakes in its nurse’s arms, or in waggish humor, 
playing bo-peep with the breast, it reveals its destiny and 
declares to him with ears to hear the heirdom of its immor- 
tality. Let materialists blaspheme us gingerly and acutely as 
they will, they must end in confusion and laughter. For 
laughter “‘is surely the surest touch of genius in creation.” 


Man may take his triumphant stand upon his broad grins, 
as he looks around the world, and his innermost soul, sweetly 
tickled with the knowledge, tells him that he, of all creatures, 
laughs. Imagine, if you can, a laughing fish! Let man, then, 
send a loud ha! ha! through the Universe, and be reverently 
grateful for the privilege. 

Laugh and you remove the film of hate from your eyes 
and the world looks different to you. Laugh and the brain and 
nerve centers charge your system with new orders of pro- 
cedure and your whole being is tuned to optimism and hope. 
Laugh and the world truly laughs with you and the desire 
for good cheer picks up the echo of your laugh to make the 
very atmosphere about you glow wherever you may go. Laugh 
and you are welcome and desirable company. Laugh and the 
long road is shortened and the ones who follow will still hear 
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of you long after the echo has ceased to call from hill to hill 
and tell of the joyful one who passed that way. Laugh and be 
happy. Laugh loud or shrill, or any way at all, but laugh. 

A Los Angeles policeman recently arrested a sixty-nine 
year old man for laughing loudly in a cafe, after a justice of 
the peace who happened to be there complained that the 
laughter was ‘somewhere between a howl like that of a 
hyena and the braying of a jackass.’’ What relief it was to us 
Jest Books when we later learned that the Superior Judge 
found in favor of the laughing man. The Judge was obvi- 
ously aware that laughter is often inexpensive and effective 
medicine for lots of ailments. 


Some think that some of the older books among us created 
the original jests for all eternity and that since our birth no 
new jests have appeared. In fact, not so many years ago, 
William S. Gilbert, of the incomparable team of Gilbert and 
Sullivan, himself the father of many new jests, lilted this 
song (without music) : 


“‘T have come to the conclusion that the mine of jocularity 
In present Anno Domini is completely worked out. 
Though the notion you may scout, I can prove beyond a 

doubt 


That the mine of jocularity is utterly worked out.” 


Yet, in spite of the mine of jocularity being utterly worked 
out, many new jests seem to be born with every sunrise, 
although almost as many seem to die with every sunset; and 
yet many survive to be published in new jest books which 
eventually join us as brothers in our happy, laughing family. 


We have come from many lands. While the books in which 


the jests are found have come from a few alien lands, the jests 


themselves have come from practically every nook of the 
known world. We are, therefore, a cosmopolitan group. In 
fact, we are a sort of United Nations of Laughers. 


Incidentally, we were pleased to learn on September 21st 
of this year that the United Nations have created a commis- 
sion on world humor and that its Chairman, Harry Hersh- 
field, has already received a plea from the President of the 
Japanese Joke Society for a few good traveling salesman’s 
stories. 

We Jest Books prove that every land in its own language 
has its own laugh, and yet there is a real kinship and brother- 
hood in each of our laughs. While in this country we have 
complete freedom of laughter, alas, no such freedom exists in 
some countries. 


There is an old Talmudic saying: 


“By three things can a man be known; by his purse, by 
his drinking, and by his temper; and some say—even by his 
laughter.” 


This observation applies as much to an entire nation as it 
does to an individual. What produces the laughter of a people 
and the way in which they laugh at their misfortunes and 
weaknesses, at their leaders and institutions, afford us an 
index to their inner character, and the status of their personal 
liberties. If you don’t quite understand what we mean by this 
statement read the article entitled “Cracks Behind the 
Curtain” appearing in the current issue of the Reader’s 
Digest. 
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We Jest Books are more than content to share the care and 
custody which our brethren in this Library in other fields of 
literature will receive at the hands of the staff of the San 
Francisco Library. We feel that we, as jest books, along with 
our brother books in other fields, perform a civic and cultural 
function in our society. 


We books of Wit and Humor have a kind of disposition by 
which we adopt the whole human race; we fuse all its dis- 
tinctions, tolerate all its infirmities and assemble vice and 
misery to receive rations of good cheer. 


We “Books show the fears, griefs, hopes and joys 
Of every group and clan. 
We show by unity of thought 
The brotherhood of man. 


“We show that men of all ethnic groups 
Of color, clime and creed 
Have kindred feelings, passions, thoughts, 
And brothers are, indeed. 


“We show that mankind’s leading faiths 
In morals are the same, 
That in the main essentials 
They differ but in name.” 


This is our message. (And to make it authentic, it is signed ) 


JEST BOOKS IN THE SAN FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC LIBRARY 


By Joe Mirtiter, CHAIRMAN 
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